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FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  FOR  THE 

CRESTON/BLUE  GAP  NATURAL  GAS  PROJECT 

CARBON  AND  SWEETWATER  COUNTIES,  WYOMING 

(  )  Draft  (X)  Final 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM) 

Abstract: 

This  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  assesses  the  environmental  consequences  of 
a  natural  gas  development  project  in  southwestern  Carbon  and  southeastern  Sweetwater  Counties, 
approximately  35  mi  southwest  of  Rawlins,  Wyoming.  This  FEIS  incorporates  by  reference  most  of  the 
material  presented  in  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Project, 
and  is  designed  to  be  used  with  the  DEIS.  Copies  of  the  DEIS  are  available  from  the  BLM  Great  Divide 
Resource  Area  at  the  address  given  on  the  bottom  of  this  page. 

The  DEIS  was  made  available  to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  the  public  on  May  20, 
1994,  and  a  Notice  of  Availability  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A  public  meeting  was  held  on 
June  15,  1994.  The  public  comment  period  for  the  DEIS  closed  July  19,  1994.  The  Executive  Summary 
from  the  DEIS,  modified  as  appropriate  in  response  to  public  comment,  is  presented  herein.  DEIS  text 
changes,  made  in  response  to  public  comment  and  further  BLM  Interdisciplinary  Team  analyses,  are 
presented  for  all  modified  material  by  corresponding  section  in  this  document.  Comments  on  the  DEIS 
that  were  received  from  the  public  and  agencies  are  reproduced  in  this  document  and  BLM  responses  are 
presented. 

The  proposed  project  entails  the  drilling,  completion,  testing,  operation,  abandonment,  and 
reclamation  of  a  natural  gas  production  operation  by  Snyder  Oil  Corporation,  Amoco  Production 
Company,  Union  Pacific  Resources  Company,  Ensign  Oil  &  Gas  New  Mexico,  Inc.,  and  other  operators. 
The  proposed  project  would  use  standard  procedures  as  currently  employed  by  other  state  and  regional 
gas  field  developments.  A  maximum  of  330  wells  and  associated  ancillary  facilities,  roads,  and  pipelines 
would  result  in  the  initial  disturbance  of  approximately  878  to  1,496  acres  on  the  207,746  acre  project 
area.  Numerous  standard,  project-specific,  and  site-specific  mitigation  measures  would  be  employed  to 
assure  that  project  impacts  are  minimized  on  all  important  resources.  Impacts  to  most  resources  would 
be  negligible  to  moderate  during  the  life-of-project.  Potentially  significant  impacts  resulting  from  the 
project  include  the  reactivation  of  sand  dunes  and  changes  to  visual  resources.  The  proposed  project 
could  also  have  numerous  beneficial  impacts  including  increased  revenues  generated  by  taxes,  royalties, 
and  the  use  of  local  goods  and  services. 

Further  information  regarding  this  document  can  be  obtained  from: 

Area  Manager 

Great  Divide  Resource  Area 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  670 

Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Wyoming  State  Office 

P.O.  Box  1828 

Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82003-1828 


In  Reply  RoCer  To: 

1793  (934) 


Dear  Reader: 

This  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  is  prepared  pursuant  to  40 
CFR  1500-1508,  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project  in  Carbon  and 
Sweetwater  Counties  in  Wyoming.   The  FEIS  is  provided  for  your  use.   You  will 
need  a  copy  of  the  draft  EIS  as  this  FEIS  is  abbreviated. 

The  public  comment  period  for  this  FEIS  will  close  30  days  after  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  publishes  their  Notice  of  Availability  of  the 
FEIS  in  the  Federal  Register.   The  purpose  of  the  review  period  is  to  provide 
you  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  environmental  analysis  process  and 
the  ultimate  decisions  reached. 

Please  address  comments  on  or  requests  for  additional  copies  of  the  FEIS  to: 

Dr.  Bob  Tigner 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Rawlins  District  Office 

P.O.  Box  670 
Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301 


Sincerely, 


aert  A.    Bennett 
State  Director 
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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


This  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS) 
was  prepared  in  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  to  assess  the 
environmental  consequences  of  a  proposed  natural 
gas  exploration,  development,  and  production 
operation  in  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Area  of 
southwestern  Carbon  and  southeastern  Sweetwater 
Counties,  Wyoming.  Public  scoping  was 
conducted,  with  scoping  statements  mailed  to 
potentially  interested  parties  and  the  media  in  late 
September  and  early  October  1993.  The  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  was 
available  for  public  review  on  May  20,  1994,  and 
a  public  meeting  was  held  on  June  15,  1994.  All 
issues  identified  during  scoping,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  Interdisciplinary  Team 
review,  and  as  comments  to  the  DEIS  are 
addressed.  The  proposed  project  is  in 
conformance  with  the  BLM  Great  Divide  Resource 
Area  Resource  Management  Plan,  the  State  of 
Wyoming  Land  Use  Plan,  the  Carbon  County 
Land  Use  Inventory,  and  the  Sweetwater  County 
Land  Use  Plan. 

The  proposed  project  involves  exploration  and 
development  of  natural  gas  and  oil  reserves  present 
in  the  Mesaverde  Group  at  depths  of 
approximately  8,500  ft  in  the  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Area.  The     project     area     encompasses 

approximately  207,746  acres  (144,497  federal, 
54,463  private,  and  8,786  state)  within  portions  of 
Townships  14  through  19  North,  Ranges  91 
through  94  West. 

The  proposed  project  involves  drilling  and 
development  of  200  to  330  natural  gas  wells 
primarily  on  160-acre  spacing  patterns  within  and 
adjacent  to  existing  natural  gas  units  on  the  project 
area.  Standard  procedures  as  currently  used  in  gas 
field  developments  throughout  Wyoming  and  the 
surrounding  region  would  be  employed  during 
project  development.  Activities  conducted  during 
project  development,  operation,  and  abandonment 
would  comply  with  all  applicable  federal,  state, 
and  county  laws,  regulations,  and  stipulations. 
Gas  from  the  project  would  be  transported  through 


existing  and  newly  developed  pipelines  linking  the 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Area  with  existing  interstate 
pipelines  north  of  the  project  area. 

The  proposed  project  would  initially  disturb  from 
878  to  1,496  acres  from  well  locations  (438  to 
750  acres),  pipelines  (245  to  418  acres),  roads 
(187  to  320  acres)  and  ancillary  facilities  (8  acres). 
Approximately  4,304  acres  of  existing  disturbance 
from  239  well  locations,  536  mi  of  road,  207  mi 
of  pipeline,  and  numerous  ancillary  facilities 
(31  acres)  is  present  on  the  area. 

It  is  anticipated  that  full  field  development  would 
require  several  years,  with  approximately  55  to 
1 10  wells  being  drilled  per  year  between  1994  and 
1997.  The  proposed  drilling  schedule  would 
require  a  maximum  of  9  drill  rigs  during  the  peak 
drilling  season.  Each  drill  rig  would  be  operated 
on  a  24-hour  basis  and  require  3  crews  of 
5  people.  As  many  as  30  workers  may  be  at  a  rig 
site  for  short  periods  to  conduct  specific  tasks  such 
as  fracturing.  It  would  take  approximately 
20  days  to  drill  each  well.  Production  operations 
would  require  approximately  10  to  15  people  for 
the  life-of-project,  which  is  anticipated  to  be 
approximately  30  to  50  years.  Areas  disturbed 
during  drilling  and  initial  construction  that  are  not 
required  for  production  (e.g.,  portions  of  well 
locations,  pipeline  rights-of-way  [ROWs],  roads  to 
unproductive  wells,  etc.)  would  be  reclaimed  as 
soon  as  practical.  When  gas  reserves  have  been 
depleted,  wells  would  be  plugged  and  abandoned, 
using  procedures  designed  to  protect  subsurface 
aquifers.  Also,  surface  facilities  (e.g.,  compressor 
stations,  fluid  storage  tanks)  would  be  removed, 
pipelines  purged  and  abandoned  in  place,  roads 
closed  per  landowner  or  BLM  request,  and 
disturbed  areas  reclaimed. 

Three  project  development  alternatives  and  the  no 
action  alternative  are  considered  in  this  EIS.  The 
BLM  preferred  alternative  is  the  proposed  action. 
Additional  alternatives  requiring  alternate  well 
numbers  and  densities  were  considered  but  rejected 
for  environmental  and/or  economic  reasons. 
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The  Creston/Blue  Gap  Area  is  a  continental, 
semi-arid,  cold  desert  that  lies  within  portions  of 
the  Washakie  and  Great  Divide  Basins.  The  area 
has  both  relatively  flat  and  rolling  terrain  broken 
by  rugged  badlands  and  rims.  Intermittent  and 
ephemeral  drainages  flow  north  to  the  Great 
Divide  Basin  or  into  the  perennial  Muddy  Creek, 
which  bisects  the  area  from  north  to  south. 
Groundwater  and  surface  water  are  variable  in 
quality,  and  the  major  current  use  is  for  livestock. 

Project  area  soils  have  high  rates  of  natural 
erosion,  and  plant  cover  values  and  productivity 
are  variable.  Vegetation  is  primarily  a 
grassland/shrubland  mosaic  comprised  of  big 
sagebrush,  upland  grasses,  saltbush,  and 
greasewood,  scattered  with  barren  areas  associated 
with  cliffs,  badlands,  and  rock  outcrops.  Range 
condition  is  generally  good.  Wetlands  in  the 
project  area  are  restricted  to  drainage  bottoms, 
around  impoundments,  and  adjacent  to  Muddy 
Creek. 

Pronghorn  antelope  and  mule  deer  are  the  big 
game  species  most  commonly  occurring  on  the 
area,  and  crucial  winter  range  is  present  for  both 
species.  Sage  grouse  leks  and  raptor  concentration 
areas  occur  in  and  adjacent  to  the  project  area,  and 
monitoring  would  be  conducted  to  determine  the 
activity  status  of  sage  grouse  leks  and  raptor  nests 
proximal  to  the  proposed  development. 
Threatened  and  endangered  species  that  may  occur 
on  the  area  include  black-footed  ferret,  bald  eagle, 
and  peregrine  falcon.  The  mountain  plover,  a 
Category  1  species  for  threatened  and  endangered 
listing,  potentially  occurs  in  the  area. 

Livestock  grazing,  wildlife  habitat,  and  oil  and  gas 
development  are  the  predominant  land  uses  in  the 
project  area.  Although  no  active  coal  or  uranium 
mines  occur  on  the  area,  one  active  gravel  quarry 
is  present.  No  developed  recreation  sites  occur  on 
the  area;  however,  dispersed  recreational  activities 
such  as  big  game  hunting  do  occur.  These 
activities  may  be  somewhat  limited  by  existing  oil 
and  gas  production  facilities  present  throughout  the 
area.    Approximately  55  %  of  the  project  area  is 


Visual  Resource  Management  Class  IV,  and  the 
remainder  is  Class  III. 

Communities  closest  to  the  project  area  are  Baggs 
(7  mi  south),  Wamsutter  (23  mi  northwest)  and 
Rawlins  (35  mi  northeast).  Access  to  the  project 
area  is  from  Interstate  Highway  80  to  Creston  and 
south  along  State  Highway  789,  which  bisects  the 
area  from  north  to  south. 

Numerous  standard,  project-specific,  and 
site-specific  mitigation  measures  would  be 
employed  during  all  phases  of  the  project  to  assure 
that  potential  impacts  are  minimized.  For 
example,  disturbance  of  sensitive  areas  (e.g.,  steep 
slopes,  raptor  nesting  areas,  crucial  winter  range) 
would  be  avoided  as  much  as  possible,  and 
activities  would  be  authorized  only  during 
appropriate  seasons.  Surveys  and  subsequent 
monitoring  would  be  conducted  for  cultural 
resources,  paleontological  resources,  raptor  nests, 
and  sage  grouse  leks  to  document  their  status 
relative  to  specific  disturbance  activities. 
Reclamation  would  be  conducted  as  soon  as 
practical  on  areas  disturbed  during  initial 
construction  and  drilling  that  are  not  required  for 
production  operations.  Upon  completion  of  the 
project,  all  wells  would  be  plugged  and 
abandoned,  surface  facilities  would  be  removed, 
and  most  disturbed  areas  would  be  reclaimed  and 
revegetated. 

Project  impacts  to  topography,  minable  mineral 
resources,  paleontology,  landslides,  floodplains, 
water  resources,  vegetation,  wetlands, 
socioeconomics,  transportation,  livestock  gr;izing, 
and  cultural  resources  are  expected  to  be 
negligible.  Moderate  impacts  to  air  quality,  soils, 
noise,  wildlife,  recreation,  and  visual  resources  are 
expected  due  to  construction  and  drilling  activities. 
Potential  significant  impacts  resulting  from  the 
proposed  project  include  the  depletion  of  gas 
reserves  from  the  Mesaverde  Group,  reactivation 
of  stabilized  sand  dunes,  and  visual  resource 
degradation  in  areas  with  80-acre  spacing  patterns. 
Cumulative  impacts  from  additional  development 
(i.e.,  900  new  wells  and  associated  facilities)  in 
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the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Area  beyond  the  levels 
identified  in  this  EIS,  could  be  significant  for 
some  area  resources  (e.g.,  surface  water  quality, 
vegetation,  wildlife,  livestock  grazing).  After  the 
project  is  completed  and  the  area  reclaimed,  there 
would  be  negligible  impacts  to  the  character  of  the 
area.  No  adverse  effects  are  anticipated  for 
threatened  and  endangered  species.    There  would 


also  be  beneficial  project  impacts  associated  with 
lessened  U.S.  dependence  on  foreign  energy 
sources;  increased  use  of  a  relatively  clean  fuel 
source;  increased  tax  revenues  (i.e.,  approximately 
$73  million  in  state  and  local  production  taxes  and 
$48  million  in  federal  royalties  in  the  first 
25  years);  increased  employment;  and  increased 
use  of  local  goods  and  services. 
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PREFACE 


This  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS) 
assesses  the  environmental  consequences  of  a 
natural  gas  development  project  in  the 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Area  (CBGA)  of  southwestern 
Carbon  and  southeastern  Sweetwater  Counties, 
Wyoming,  approximately  35  mi  southwest  of 
Rawlins.  This  document  is  not  a  complete 
reprinting  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (DEIS)  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Project.  It  incorporates  by  reference  most  of  the 
material  presented  therein  and  identifies  changes  in 


the  DEIS  required  as  a  result  of  public  and  agency 
comment  on  the  DEIS  and  further  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  Interdisciplinary  Team  (IDT) 
environmental  studies  and  analyses.  The  DEIS  is 
required  to  accompany  this  document  because  only 
the  modifications,  corrections,  and  additions  are 
provided  herein.  For  ease  of  reference,  inserts, 
deletions,  and  modifications  to  the  DEIS  are 
presented  herein  under  the  section  numbers  and 
headings,  page  number,  column,  paragraph,  and 
line. 


Oi      Viti  }"'■  ■ 
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MODIFICATIONS,  CORRECTIONS,  AND  ADDITIONS 

TO  THE 
CRESTON/BLUE  GAP  PROJECT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


1.0  INTRODUCTION 


1.3  AUTHORIZING  ACTIONS 

Page  1-7,  Table  1.1  (Continued),  columns  1  and 
2,  line  14.  Insert  the  following  Agency: 
"WYOMING  BOARD  OF  LAND 
COMMISSIONERS  and  LAND  AND  FARM 
LOAN  OFFICE"  and  Nature  of  Actions: 
"Approval  of  oil  and  gas  leases.  ROWs  for  long- 
term  or  permanent  off-lease/off-unit  roads  and 
pipelines .   Temporary  use  permits . " 

1.4  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT,  ISSUES  AND 
CONCERNS,  AND  CONSULTATION 

Page  1-9,  column  2.  After  the  first  paragraph 
insert  a  new  paragraph  that  reads:  "The  DEIS  was 
made  available  to  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  the  public  on 
May  20,  1994,  and  a  Notice  of  Availability  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A  public 
meeting  was  held  on  June  15,  1994,  and  the  public 
comment  period  for  the  DEIS  closed  on  July  19, 
1994.  Comments  on  the  DEIS  and  BLM 
responses  are  presented  in  Chapter  8.0." 

Page  1-9,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  1.  After 
the  word  "scoping",  insert  the  words  "and  review 
of  the  DEIS". 


Page    1-11,    column   2,   paragraph    1.      Insert 
additional  bulleted  items  as  follows: 

"•   adequacy  of  existing  reclamation  on  the 

CBGA; 
"•   reclamation  timing; 
"•  existing  road  closures; 
"•  produced  water  discharge; 
"•   traffic  impacts  to  big  game  on  crucial 

winter  ranges; 
"•  big  game  birthing  areas; 
"•  protection  of  raptor  and  game  bird  winter 

concentration  areas; 
" •   mitigations  for  potential  wildlife  poaching, 

disease,  and  disturbance; 
"•   prairie      dog     colony      mapping      and 

avoidance,    and    associated   black-footed 

ferret  searches; 
"•  reserve  pit  netting; 
"•  fencing  and  big  game  movement; 
"•   abandoned  coal  mines; 
"•  excessive     delays     in     project 

implementation;  and 
"•  unnecessary     winter     development 

restrictions". 


2.0  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES 

2.1.2.2  Well  Pad  Construction  2. 1 .2.5  Production  Facilities 


Page  2-10,  column  1,  paragraph  5,  lines  8  and  9 
and  column  2,  paragraph  1,  lines  1  through  4. 
Replace  the  sentence  with  the  following:  "All 
reserve  pits  required  for  the  proposed  project 
would  be  lined  following  BLM  and/or  WOGCC 
requirements  to  protect  groundwater  resources." 


Page  2-14,  column  2,  paragraph  4,  line  13. 
Delete  the  word  "Brown". 

Page  2-16,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  line  4.  After 
the  word  "other"  insert  the  following:  "WDEQ  or 
WOGCC". 
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2.1.5  Projectwide  Mitigation  Measures 

Page  2-24,  column  2,  number  14. f.,  lines  2  and  3. 
Replace  the  text  "in  the  first  appropriate  season" 
with  the  word  "immediately". 

Page  2-24,  column  2,  number  17.,  line  1.  Change 
the  number  "0.5"  to  "0.75". 

Page  2-25,  column  1,  number  19.,  line  5. 
Replace  the  ";"  after  the  number  "30"  with  a  "." 
and  capitalize  the  letter  "n"  in  the  following  word 
"No". 

Page  2-25,  column  1,  number  19.,  line  7.  After 
the  word  "sites"  insert  the  following:  "and  project 
activities,  other  than  those  required  for 
transportation  to  conduct  routine  maintenance, 
along  existing  roads  within  0.25  mi  of  known  lek 
sites  would  be  curtailed  during  the  period  from 


1  hr  before  daylight  to  9:00  a.m.  from  March  1 
through  April  30." 

Page  2-25,  column  1,  number  20.,  line  3.   Delete 
the  "/or". 


Page  2-25,  column  1,  number  21.,  line  14. 
the  word  "his"  insert  the  words  "or  her". 


After 


Page  2-29,  Table  2.6  (Continued),  all  columns, 
line  4.  Insert  the  following  geologic  hazards 
information  in  columns  1  through  6,  respectively: 
"Subsidence,  gas,  and  fires  associated  with 
abandoned  coal  mines",  "Negligible;  site-specific; 
LOP",  "Negligible  and  reduced  by  approximately 
30%  from  proposed  action",  "Negligible  but 
increased  by  approximately  20%  from  proposed 
action",  "No  impact",  "Avoidance  of  abandoned 
mine  areas." 


3.0  AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


Page  3-2,  Table  3.1,  column  2,  heading.  Replace 
the  acronym  "MPA"  with  "CBGA". 

3.1.3  Geology 

Page  3-5,  Map  3.2,  footnote,  line  1.  Correct 
spelling  of  the  word  "communication". 

3.1.3.1  Mineral  Resources 

Page  3-9,  column  1,  paragraph  3,  lines  5  and  7. 
On  both  lines,  replace  the  word  "lease"  with  the 
word  "claim". 

3.1.3.2  Geolo  gic  Hazards 

Page  3-9,  column  1,  paragraph  5,  lines  8  through 
11  and  column  2,  paragraph  1,  lines  1  and  2. 
Replace  the  sentence  with  the  following:  "Four 
abandoned  mines,  two  of  which  have  been 
reclaimed,  occur  on  the  CBGA;  and  subsidence, 
gas,  and  fires  could  occur  in  areas  adjacent  to 
these  mines.  The  names  and  locations  of  these 
abandoned  mines  are  as  follows: 


•  Cherokee    No.     1     -    T19N,    R92W, 
Section  2,  SW14  of  NW/4; 

•  Cherokee    No.     2     -    T19N,     R92W, 
Section  14,  SW'/iofSWVS; 

•  Corlette     Opening     -     T16N,     R92W, 
Section  4,  SE14  of  SW^;  and 

•  Muddy  Bridge  Mine  -  T15N,   R92W, 
Section  12,  NW14  ofSWU." 

3.1.5.1   Surface  Water 

Page  3-15,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  line  8. 
Replace  the  parenthetical  text  "30  to  60  cfs"  with 
"21to632cfs". 

Page  3-15,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  line  9. 
Replace  the  parenthetical  text  "0.5  cfs"  with  "0.3 
to  1.1  cfs". 

Page  3-15,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  line  10.  After 
the  year  "1993"  insert  the  following:  "and 
personal  communication,  July  1994,  with  Rob 
Moffet,  USGS,  Reston,  Virginia". 
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Page  3-15,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  4.  After 
the  text  "595  cfs"  insert  the  following:  "for  the 
spring,  summer,  and  fall  months,". 

Page  3-15,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  5.  After 
the  year  "1993"  insert  the  following:  "and 
personal  communication,  July  1994,  with  Rob 
Moffet,  USGS,  Reston,  Virginia". 

Page  3-15,  column  2,  paragraph  5,  line  1. 
Replace  the  number  "19"  with  the  word 
"numerous". 

3.2.1.1  Plant  Communities 

Page  3-23,  column  1,  paragraph  1,  line  1.  After 
the  word  "saltbush"  insert  the  word  "shrubland". 

3.2.2  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

Page  3-28,  Table  3.7,  columns  2  and  3,  line  20 
and  footnote  2.  In  columns  2  and  3,  replace  the 
acreage  "91,159"  and  percent  "43.9"  with 
"29,989"  and  "14.4",  respectively.  Replace 
footnote  2  in  its  entirety  with  the  following: 
"Areas  within  0.75  mi  of  all  known  active  raptor 
nests  (i.e.,  active  within  the  last  3  years)  on  the 
CBGA." 

3.2.2.2  Birds 

Page  3-32,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  lines  17 
through  24  and  page  3-33,  column  1,  paragraph  1, 
lines  1  and  2.  Replace  the  text  with  the  following: 
"Thirty  active  raptor  nests  were  located  during  the 
1994  spring  raptor  nesting  survey  of  the  CBGA 
and  surrounding  1  mi  buffer.  Nesting  species 
included  ferruginous  hawk,  red-tailed  hawk, 
golden  eagle,  Swainson's  hawk,  prairie  falcon, 
American  kestrel,  and  great  horned  owl.  The 
1994  raptor  nest  survey  data  provide  current 
information  on  nest  activity  status  for  use  in  the 
review  of  specific  well  location  APDs  and  road 
and  pipeline  ROW  applications.  Further  site- 
specific  surveys  would  be  conducted  prior  to  the 
initiation  of  project  activities  on  public  lands 
during  future  years." 


Page  3-33,  column  1,  paragraph  3.  After 
paragraph  3  insert  a  new  paragraph  as  follows: 
"Sage  grouse  lek  surveys  were  conducted  during 
the  spring  of  1994  on  the  CBGA  and  adjacent  2  mi 
buffer  to  provide  current  information  on  the 
activity  status  of  leks.  Six  sage  grouse  leks  on  and 
adjacent  to  the  CBGA  were  active  in  1994." 

3.2.2.4  Fisheries 

Page  3-34,  column  1,  paragraph  3,  line  14. 
Before  the  fish  species  "flannelmouth  sucker", 
insert  the  species  "bluehead  sucker,". 

Page  3-34,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  lines  1  through 
3.  On  line  1,  delete  the  word  "a"  and  insert  the 
following:  "or  is  potentially  capable  of  supporting 
a  cold-water",  and  on  lines  2  and  3  delete  the 
following:  "or  is  capable  of  supporting  a  game  fish 
population". 

Page  3-34,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  lines  3  through 
10.  Modify  the  sentence  to  read  as  follows: 
"Game  fish  such  as  rainbow,  Colorado  River 
cutthroat,  and  brook  trout  may  reside  seasonally  in 
reaches  of  the  Little  Snake  River  in  the  vicinity  of 
Baggs,  Wyoming,  but  are  found  in  greater 
numbers  in  the  upstream  portions  of  this  river." 

Page  3-34,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  lines  14 
through  16.  Replace  the  sentence  with  the 
following:  "A  single  Colorado  squawfish 
(a  USFWS -listed endangered  species)  was  captured 
in  the  Little  Snake  River  in  Wyoming  in  1991 ,  and 
the  species  may  still  be  present  in  Wyoming 
portions  of  the  drainage  (see  Section  3.2.4). 
Bluehead  suckers  (classified  as  rare  in  Wyoming) 
are  also  known  to  occur  in  the  Little  Snake  River 
in  Wyoming." 


3.2.3  Wild  Horses 

Page  3-35,  Map  3.10,  legend,  line  3. 
spelling  of  the  word  "HERD". 


Correct 
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3.2.4  Threatened  and  Endangered/State 
Sensitive  Species 

Page  3-39,  Table  3.9  (Continued),  footnote  1, 
line  2.   Correct  spelling  of  the  name  "Read". 

Page  3-41,  column  1,  paragraph  1,  line  7. 
Change  the  word  "roosting"  to  "perched". 

Page  3-41,  column  2,  paragraph  3,  lines  33  and 
34.  Delete  the  words  "and  roundtail  chub  are" 
and  insert  the  word  "is". 

Page  3-42,  column  1,  paragraph  1,  line  1.  Delete 
the  words  "either  of  these"  and  insert  the  word 
"this". 

Page  3-42,  column  1,  paragraph  1,  line  4.  Insert 
a  new  sentence  as  follows:  "The  roundtail  chub  is 
known  to  occur  in  Muddy  Creek  and  the  Little 
Snake  River." 

Page  3-42,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  line  4.  Insert 
a  new  paragraph    as  follows:    "The  bluehead 


sucker,  a  State  of  Wyoming  Priority  III  fish 
species,  occurs  south  of  the  CBGA  in  the  Little 
Snake  River." 

Page  3-42,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  16. 
Correct  spelling  of  the  name  "Read". 

Page  3-42,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  lines  34  and 
35.  After  the  acronym  "CBGA"  delete  the  text ", 
and  their  presence  on  the  CBGA  is  unlikely". 

3.5.3  Extractive  Mineral  Operations/Oil  and 
Gas  Production 

Page  3-59,  column  1,  paragraph  3,  lines  6  and  7. 
Delete  the  following  text:  "landownership  patterns 
(i.e.,  the  private  and  public  land  checkerboard) 
and". 

3.6  VISUAL  RESOURCES 

Page  3-62,  Map  3.13,  legend,  line  5.  Correct 
spelling  of  "SELDOM-SEEN". 


4.0  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES  AND  MITIGATION  MEASURES 


4.1.4.1  Significance  Criteria 

Page  4-7,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  lines  4  and  7. 
On  line  4  after  the  word  "subsidence,"  insert  the 
words  "gas,  fires,"  and  on  line  7  after  the  word 
"subsidence,"  insert  the  words  "abandoned  mine 
fires,". 

4.1.4.2  Proposed  Action 

Page  4-7,  column  2,  paragraph  3,  lines  4  and  5. 
On  line  4  delete  the  words  "there  are  no",  and  on 
line  5  after  the  acronym  "CBGA"  insert  the 
following:    "would  be  avoided". 

4. 1.4.6  Cumulative  Impacts 

Page  4-8,  column  1,  paragraph  4,  line  9.  Replace 
the  word  "disturbance"  with  "activities". 


4.1.8.2  Proposed  Action 

Page  4-14,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  lines  6  through 
8.  Delete  the  following  text:  "or  other  known 
noise-sensitive  locations  (e.g.,  sage  grouse  leks, 
raptor  nests)  during  crucial  periods". 

4.2.3  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

Page  4-20,  Table  4.2  (Continued),  line  3,  columns 
2  through  14,  and  footnote  10.  Replace  the 
nesting  buffer  information  in  columns  2  through 
14,  respectively,  with  the  following:  "29,989", 
"180.2",  "324.7",  "0.6",  "1.1",  "126.7", 
"227.9",  "0.4",  "0.8",  "216.0",  "389.0",  "0.7", 
"1.3".  Replace  footnote  10  in  its  entirety  as 
follows:  "Includes  areas  within  0.75  mi  of  all 
known  active  raptor  nests  (i.e.,  active  within  the 
last  3  years)  on  the  CBGA." 
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4.2.3.1  Big  Game/Other  Mammals 

Page  4-21,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  8.  After 
the  word  "Officer"  insert  the  following:  ",in 
consultation  with  the  WGFD,". 

4.2.3.2  Birds 

Page  4-23,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  15. 
Replace  the  word  "continuous"  with  the  word 
"repeated". 

Page  4-23,  column  2,  paragraph  3,  line  9. 
Replace  the  words  "will  be"  with  the  word  "was", 
and  delete  the  words  "late  May". 

Page  4-25,  column  1,  paragraph  1,  lines  3  through 
15.  Replace  the  last  three  sentences  of  the 
paragraph  with  the  following:  "Specific  nest 
activity  status  was  identified  during  the  1994 
raptor  nesting  survey,  and  30  raptor  nests  were 
found  to  be  active.  Loss  of  raptor  nest  buffer 
habitat  due  to  the  proposed  action  would  be 
approximately  0.6%  of  that  available  on  the 
CBGA;  LOP  habitat  loss  would  be  1.1%  of  that 
available  (Table  4.2).  Future  raptor  nesting 
surveys  would  be  conducted  as  needed  to 
document  nest  activity  status  on  the  CBGA  during 
individual  APD  and  ROW  application  reviews,  and 
potential  nesting  conflicts  resulting  from  the 
proposed  project  would  be  resolved  through 
consultations  as  described  above.  Therefore, 
impacts  are  not  anticipated  to  be  significant. " 

4.2.3.3  Amphibians  and  Reptiles 

Page  4-27,  column  1,  paragraph  5,  line  9.  After 
the  word  "negligible"  insert  the  following  "and 
insignificant". 

Page  4-27,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  4. 
Replace  the  word  "negligible"  with  the  word 
"moderate". 


4.2.3.4  Fisheries 

Page  4-27,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  lines  4  and  5. 
After  the  word  "that"  delete  the  remainder  of  the 
sentence  and  insert  the  following:  "it  would  not 
support  roundtail  chubs  and/or  flannel  mouth 
suckers." 

4.5.2.3  Extractive  Mineral  Operations/Oil  and 
Gas  Production 

Page  4-36,  column  2,  paragraph  4,  line  4.  After 
the  word  "project."  insert  the  following  sentences: 
"If  coal  mining  on  the  CBGA  becomes  economical 
prior  to  the  cessation  of  the  proposed  project, 
resource  development  conflicts  could  occur,  since 
oil  and  gas  development  in  some  areas  of  the 
CBGA  would  preclude  coal  mining  for  the  LOP 
and  possibly  beyond.  However,  coal  mining  in 
the  CBGA  is  already  precluded  in  some  areas  by 
existing  oil  and  gas  development  (see  Sections 
4.1.3.2  and  4.1.3.6)." 

Page  4-36,  column  2,  paragraph  4,  line  9.  After 
the  word  "current"  insert  the  following:  "policy 
regarding  recovery  of  those  resources  (see 
Section  4. 1.3)." 

4.6.2  Proposed  Action 

Page  4-39,  column  1,  paragraph  1,  line  5.  Delete 
the  word  "Brown". 

4.8  UNAVOIDABLE  ADVERSE  IMPACTS 

Page  4-40,  column  2,  paragraph  6,  line  6.  Delete 
the  entire  line:  "nor  is  mitigation  100%  effective 
in  remediating  all",  since  it  is  repeated  on  the  next 
page. 


...  * 


■■■ 
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5.0  MITIGATION  AND  MONITORING 


Page  5-1,  column  1,  paragraph  4,  line  6.  After 
the  word  "clearance,"  insert  the  following:  "T&E 
and  candidate/state  sensitive  species  surveys,". 

5.1.2.5  Stormwater  Pollution  Prevention  Plan 

Page  5-4,  column  1,  paragraph  3,  line  4.  Replace 
the  number  "50"  with  "5". 

5.1.3.4  Geoloeic  Hazards 

Page  5-4,  column  2,  paragraph  4.  Insert  a  new 
paragraph  as  follows:  "Impacts  to  and  from 
abandoned  mines  on  the  CBGA  would  be 
mitigated  by  avoiding  construction  and  drilling 
activities  in  these  areas." 


After 
'range 


5.1.3.6  Soils 

Page  5-6,  column  1,  paragraph  3,  line  4. 
the  word  "areas,"  insert  the  following: 
improvement  sites,  badlands,". 

5.1.3.7  Water  Resources 


Page  5-7,  column  1.  After  the  second  paragraph, 
insert  a  new  paragraph  that  reads:  "Further 
mitigation  measures  designed  to  minimize  project 
impacts  to  surface  waters  would  include  the  use  of 
bottomless  culverts  or  bridges  at  all  road  crossings 
of  live  waters  on  the  CBGA.  Rock  aprons  (e.g., 
riprap)  would  be  installed,  as  appropriate,  on  the 
downstream  side  of  culverts  to  minimize 
undercutting.  All  pipeline  crossings  of  ephemeral/ 
intermittent  drainages  would  utilize  large  rock 
above  the  pipeline  trench  and  where  roads  cross 
these  drainages,  a  mixture  of  clean,  large  and 
small  rock  material  would  be  used  to  reduce 
potential  erosion.  The  outermost  slope  of  all 
borrow  ditches  would  be  revegetated  with 
appropriate  perennial  species  as  soon  as  possible 
after  road  construction,  and  if  erosional  features 
are  noted  on  these  slopes,  regrading  would  occur 


only  at  the  points  of  erosion.  In  addition,  wing 
ditches  would  be  used  along  some  roads  to 
minimize  water  flow  along  the  established  roadway 
borrow  ditches. 

Page  5-7,  column  2,  paragraph  3,  lines  3  through 
7  and  page  5-8,  column  1,  paragraphs  1  and  2, 
lines  1  through  10.  Replace  the  text  with  the 
following:  "All  reserve  pits  would  be  lined  to 
BLM  and/or  WOGCC  specifications". 

Page  5-8,  column  1,  paragraph  5,  line  8.  After 
the  word  "other"  insert  the  following:  "WDEQ  or 
WOGCC  permitted". 

5. 1 .3. 10  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

Page  5-10,  column  1,  paragraph  3,  lines  4-9. 
Replace  the  sentence  with  the  following:  "All 
reserve  pits  would  be  backfilled  when  dry,  and 
pits  would  be  netted  within  72  hours  of  the  time 
the  drilling  rig  substructure  is  moved  off  the  well 
site  location,  unless  it  is  determined  by  the  BLM 
that  no  toxic  materials  or  oil-based  substances  are 
present  in  the  pits." 

Page  5-10,  column  2,  paragraph  1,  line  4.  After 
the  word  "time"  insert  the  following:  "and 
activities  along  existing  roads,  other  than  those 
required  for  transportation  to  conduct  routine 
maintenance,  would  not  be  allowed  from  1  hr 
before  daylight  until  9:00  a.m.  from  March  1 
through  April  30  to  protect  sage  grouse  breeding 
activities". 

5.1.3.12  Threatened  and  Endangered/ 
State  Sensitive  Species 

Page  5-11,  column  1,  paragraph  4,  line  7.  Before 
the  word  "disturb"  insert  the  word  "unduly",  and 
after  the  word  "species"  insert  the  parenthetical 
text  as  follows:  "(e.g.,  disrupt  bird  breeding  and 
nesting  activities,  disturb  plant  populations)". 
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5.1.3.16  Visual  Resources 

Page  5-13,  column  1,  paragraph  1,  line  1.   Delete 
the  word  "Brown". 


also    assist    the    BLM    in    developing    specific 
monitoring  criteria." 

5.2.6  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 


5.2.4  Water  Resources 

Page  5-13,  column  2,  paragraph  2,  line  4.  After 
the  word  "sedimentation."  insert  the  following: 
"SOCO  and  the  other  area  operators  may  provide 
assistance  to  the  BLM  and  Little  Snake  River 
Conservation  District  in  support  of  existing  flow, 
quality,  and  macroinvertebrate  monitoring 
activities  of  Muddy  Creek.    Area  operators  may 


Page  5-13,  column  2,  paragraph  4,  line  3.  After 
the  acronym  "CBGA"  insert  the  following:  "as 
necessary,". 

Page  5-14,  column  1,  paragraph  2.  Insert  a  new 
paragraph  as  follows:  "SOCO  and  the  other  area 
operators  may  provide  assistance  to  the  WGFD  in 
support  of  fish  population  monitoring  of  Muddy 
Creek." 


6.0   CONSULTATION  AND  PREPARERS 


Page  6-3,  Table  6.1  (Continued),  columns  1 
and  2,  line  5.  Add  the  following  agency  and 
individual:  "U.S.  Geological  Survey"  and  "Rob 
Moffet". 


Page  6-3,  Table  6.1  (Continued),  columns  2 
and  3,  line  20.  Under  "Wyoming  Geological 
Survey"  add  the  following  individual  and  position: 
"P.  Daniel  Vogler"  and  "Coal  Section  Head". 


APPENDIX  D: 

ANIMAL  SPECIES  LIST 


Page  D-2,  Animal  Species  List  (Continued), 
columns  1  and  2,  line  15.  Insert  an  additional 
mammal  species  as  follows:  "Swift  fox",  "V.  velox 
velox" . 


word  "Sharp-tailed"  add  the  word  "Columbian" 
and  in  column  2,  after  the  species  name 
"phasianellus"  add  the  subspecies  name 
"  columbianus" . 


Page  D-3,  Animal  Species  List  (Continued), 
columns  1  and  2,  line  9.  Insert  an  additional  bird 
species  as  follows:  "Whooping  Crane",  "Grus 
americana". 


Page  D-ll,  Animal  Species  List  (Continued), 
column  2,  line  2.  After  the  species  name  "cfarki" 
add  the  subspecies  name  "pleuriticus" . 


Page   D-4,    Animal    Species    List   (Continued), 
columns  1  and  2,  line  18.  In  column  1,  before  the 


8.0  COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES  ON  THE  DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


8.1   PUBLIC  MEETING 

A  public  meeting  designed  to  allow  area  residents 
and  others  to  verbally  comment  on  the  proposed 
project  was  held  in  Rawlins,  Wyoming,  on 
June  15,  1994.  The  attendance  record  and  Record 
of  Proceedings  for  the  public  meeting  are 
presented  below. 


PUBLIC  MEETING,  JUNE  15,  1994 

CRESTON/BLUE  GAP  NATURAL  GAS  PROJECT 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
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CRESTON/BLUE  GAP  NATURAL  GAS  PROJECT 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

PUBLIC  HEARING 

June  15,  1994 

RECORD  OF  PROCEEDINGS 


BILL  WAITERS:  Hay  guys  we  are  going  to  call  this  hearing 
to  order. 

For  the  record  it's  7:10  p.m.,  Wednesday,  June  15,  1994. 

My  nana  is  Bill  Watters.  I'm  acting  Area  Manager  for  the 
Great  Divide  Resource  Area  and  I  ax  also  serving  as  the 
hearing  officer  here  tonight.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is 
to  provide  the  public  an  opportunity  to  present  oral  testimony 
concerning  the  Draft  EIS  on  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas 
Project  which  is  south  of  Wamsutter,  Wyoming. 

The  EIS  was  prepared  by  Mariah  and  Associates  out  of 
Laramie,  Wyoaing;  was  prepared  under  the  direction  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management;  and  is  financed  by  Snyder  Oil 
Company  and  several  other  associates. 

Everything  said  during  this  hearing  is  going  to  be 
recorded  and  made  part  of  the  official  record.  All  oral  and 
written  comments  will  be  considered  as  part  of  the  final  EIS 
and  will  be  considered  in  that  preparation  of  the  final  EIS. 
Any  written  comments  that  anybody  wants  to  submit  needs  to  be 
submitted  to  BLM,  Rawlins  District  Office,  by  close-of- 


9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Ground  rules  on  this  thing,  we're  goin<;  to  ask  all  ths 
speakers  to  come  up  and  register  and  I  think  most  of  you  guys 
have.  As  your  name's  called,  we  ask  that  you  come  up  to  the 
podium.  We  need  you  to  use  the  microphone  here  so  v«  can  get 
a  good  clear  recording  of  what's  being  said.  Before  you  sake 
any  of  your  comments  we  ask  that  you  state  your  name,  your 
place  of  residence,  and  who  you  are  affiliated  with,  and  after 
speaking  if  you  have  any  prepared  text  or  notes  or  something 
that  we  could  get  a  copy  of,  we'd  appreciate  It  and  if  need  be 
we  have  a  Xerox  machine  next  door. 

So  with  that  I'll  introduce  Bob  Tigner.  Now  Bob's  going 
to  give  you  a  brief  summary  of  the  project,  tall  you  a  little 
bit  about  the  preparation  of  the  EIS,  and  as  soon  as  he's  done 
we'll  get  directly  to  the  speakers.   Bob... 

BOB  TIGNER:  Thanks  Bill.  A  couple  Of  things  I  would 
like  to  mention  first  off.  First  is  an  apology.  In  the  EIS 
we  had  some  dates  and  days  mixed  up.  We  said  Wednesday  the 
16th  for  this  public  meeting,  well  of  course  it  is  Wednesday 
the  15th.  We  apologize  for  that.  We  did  put  it  in  the  paper. 
I  hope  there  are  people  that  don't  come  tomorrow.  But, 
however,  we'll  just  give  them  the  whole,  you  know  we'll  give 
them  the  whole  spiel  here  that  we  are  giving  tonight  if 
someone  comes  tomorrow. 

Second  thing  was  in  the  paper  last  Daily  Times  on 
Saturday  it  says  BLM  is  giving  tentative  approval  to  this 
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business  July  19,  1994,  or  they  can  be  mailed  in  to  the 
address  on  the  board  here,  BLM,  Attention  Bob  Tigner,  Planning 
and  Environmental  Specialist,  P.O.  Box  670,  Rawlins,  Wyoming. 
The  zip  is  82301. 

Now  for  those  of  you  not  familiar  with  the  EIS  process, 
we  go  through  a  number  of  meetings  and  public  hearings  and  so 
forth.  The  earlier  meetings,  the  scoping  process,  and  several 
informal  briefings  are  just  that.  They're  very  informal, 
there's  lots  of  questions  and  answers,  and  some  cases  some 
pretty  lively  debates.  But  when  we  get  to  the  public  hearing 
process  that's  quite  a  bit  different  situation.  That's  a  very 
formal,  very  structured  meeting.  There  are  no  general 
discussions,  no  questions  and  answers  and  absolutely  no 
debates.  The  sole  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  provide  the 
public  the  opportunity  to  come  up  and  voice  their  opinion. 
Now  the  only  exception  to  that  rule,  if  one  of  the  speakers 
has  a  point  of  clarification  they  need  to  make  in  the  EIS, 
then  we'll  try  to  provide  whatever  information  we  need  to 
clarify  that  point.  But  we  would  appreciate  it  if  you  would 
hold  any  of  your  questions  and  answers  until  after  the  hearing 
has  been  formally  closed  and  if  anybody  has  any  questions  at 
that  point  in  time,  there  will  be  some  folks  from  the  BLM,  I 
think  Snyder's  got  some  people,  and  Mariah  may  have  some  folks 
here  that  can  answer  any  questions.  But  that  will  be  after 
the  formal  close  of  the  hearing. 
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project.  We  do  not  give  tentative  approval.  This  draft  EIS 
is  for  the  public  to  review  this.  There  will  no  tentative 
approval  there  will  be  approval  or  there  will  not  be  approval 
at  the  time  of  the  record  of  decision,  which  will  be  probably 
in  September.  I  think  that  this  is  not  the  only,  we  have  had 
this  kinds  of  problems  where  people  think  that  BLM  gives  a 
permit  or  gives  tentative  approval.  We  don't  do  that.  We 
have  to  go  through  this  whole  process  before  we  finally  give 
approval  or  deny  a  project. 

Anyway,  this  started  last  September,  early  October.  We 
went  through  a  public  scoping,  which  means  we  went  out  to  the 
public  and  a  mailing  to  the  public  to  see  what,  their  concerns 
were  of  this  particular  project.  we  received  a  number  of 
comments  from  the  general  public  and  that  led  us  to  the  point 
where  it  was  determined  that  we  needed  to  do  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  because  this  Is  really  a  big  area  that  we  are 
concerned  about.  BLM,  at  this  point  in  time  and  maybe  in  the 
future,  does  not  have  the  capability  of  taking  on  these 
Environmental  Documents.  We  do  not  have  the  s>:aff  to  do  that, 
so  what  we  are  doing,  and  have  been  for  some  time,  using 
Third-Party  Contractors  in  this  case  Mariah  Associates  out  of 
Laramie  has  been  hired  by  Snyder  to  write  this  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  There  has  been  some  concern  in  the  past  for 
some  people  that  when  we  do  this  that  there  will  be  a  lot  of 
company  input  and  the  company  will  influence  what  the  EIS,  the 
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results  of  the  EIS.  This  is  not  the  case.  BLM  supervises  the 
EIS.  This  is  »  BLH  EIS  even  though  Mariah  writes  it  end 
Snyder  finances  it.  Our  State  Director  signs  this  Record  of 
Decision  which  is  the  decision  as  to  whether  this  goes  or  not. 
So  the  coapany  will  not  have  undue  influence  on  the  results  of 
this.  This  is  just  something  that  we  need  to  bring  forth  so 
that  persons  who  are  concerned  about  this  will  realize  that 
the  only  difference  is  that  we  don't  have  the  staff  to  do  this 
and  there's  a  third-party  contractor  doing  it. 

This  is  a  big  project.  This  project  encompasses 
approximately  207,000  acres,  of  which  144  almost  145,000  are 
federal,  54,000  are  private,  9,000  are  state  acres.  The 
northern  boundary  is  about  3  Biles  south  of  Creston  Junction. 
The  southern  boundary  is  ahout  4^  miles  north  of  Baggs.  So 
that  means  about  22  miles  long,  3  to  7^  miles  wide  and  it  is 
not  one  straight  block  it  zig-zags  a  little  bit. 

Now  the  proposal  Is  to  drill  and  develop  200  to  330 
natural  gas  wells.  In  the  EIS,  which  is  here  and  we  have 
copies  if  someone  doesn't  have  it — we  have  additional  copies 
here.  Anyway  there  in  this  EIS  there  is  a  proposed  action 
which  is  Snyder's  proposal—what  they  think  they  are  going  to 
do  right  now  and  of  course  they're  not  sure  absolutely-- and 
there  are  three  alternatives,  and  these  are  analyzed  in  the 
EIS. 

The  proposed  action  is  for  250.  locations,  well  locations, 
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catch  fish  out  there,  but  probably  not  too  many — but  wildlife 
in  general  is  an  important  resource  that  we're  concerned 
about;  wild  horses;  we  always  are  concerned  with  threatened 
and  endangered  species — I  don't  think  ws  have  much  of  a 
problem  in  this  area;  we  do  have  a  major  problem  though  with 
cultural  and  historic  resources — this  has  to  do  with  the 
prehistoric  artifacts  that  are  in  this  area  and  there  are  a 
lot;  we  are  concerned  with  socio-economic  resources — how  it 
effects  our  county,  our  towns,  on  a  positive  or  negative 
basis.  These  are  both  involved  in  socio-economics.  We  are 
concerned  with  land  use,  how  it  may  change  as  a  result  of  gas 
development.  We  are  concerned  with  the  visual  resources,  what 
people  see  out  there.  To  a  person  whose  livelihood  depends  on 
a  gas  well,  that  looks  great.  To  someone  who  doesn't  like 
this,  it's  not  great.  So  we  have  to  analyze  that  too. 
Another  concern  of  ours,  that  is  really  surfacing  now,  are 
hazardous  materials.  So  va  analyze  the  hazardous  materials 
that  may  be  produced  by  the  production  of  these  gas  wells. 
We  are  also  analyzing,  and  this  is  a  requirement  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the  irreversible  and 
irretrievable  commitment  of  resources.  Well  obviously,  if 
you're  going  to  take  gas  out  of  the  ground  it's  not  going  to 
come  back.  That's  one  of  those  irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  the  resource.  It's  gone.  When  it's  gone,  it's 
gone.   Take  a  few  million  years  to  get  more,  I  guess,  if  it 
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with  approximately  275  wells  on  160-acre  spacing.  That  means 
four  wells  per  section  and  there  may  be  more  than  one  well 
drilled  at  a  location.  I  don't  know  how  that's  progressing 
but  ve  want  to  cover  that  anyway.  The  first  alternative  to 
this  is  175  locations  with  approximately  200  wells  on  160-acre 
spacing.  And  the  second  alternative  to  that  is  300  locations 
with  approximately  330  wells  on  both  160-  and  60-acre  spacing. 
The  last  alternative  is  one  that  is  required  by  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  which  Is  no  action  and  that  would  be 
the  project  would  not  proceed. 

During  the  scoping  process  we  looked  for  concerns  from 
the  general  public  and  through  that  we  look  at  the  resources 
that  are  affected  and  then  we  analyze  the  Impacts.  Nov  we 
know  for  sure  every  time  we  do  one  of  these  that  we  go  through 
the  whole  list  of  resources  that  are  out  there.  Its  important 
though  that  ve  give  the  general  public  the  opportunity  to 
point  out  some  resources  which  we  might  of  missed.  Anyway  I'm 
going  to  go  through  this  list  and  this  list  includes:  air 
quality;  topography  and  physiography;  minerals — and  this 
includes  minerals  that  might  be  affected  other  that  oil  and 
...is;  geologic  hazards;  paleontology — whether  we  have  fossils 
out  there  that  might  be  affected;  soils;  surface  and  ground 
water;  noise  and  odor;  vegetation;  wetlands  and  riparian 
areas;  wildlife — and  that's  a  big  one,  that's  a  big  one;  and 
fisheries,  which  is  a  small  one — I  don't  know  how  many  people 
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ever  comes  back.  And  then  also  the  short-term  use  of  the 
environment  versus  the  long-term  productivity.  That  leans  the 
disruption  out  there  which  takes  place  through  development 
versus  the  long-term  results,  positive  or  negative,  that  may 
result  from  this. 

One  of  the  reasons  that  an  EIS  is  required  for  this  type 
of  a  big  area  of  production  or  development,  is  that  we  can 
develop  mitigation  measures  to  take  care  of  most  of  the 
impacts  that  occur  on  the  resources.  We  also  will  be 
monitoring  this  through,  either  our  own  people,  or  those  that 
are  required  of  the  company  to  monitor  how  the  way  roads  are 
developed  and  maintained,  as  an  example,  whether  the  wildlife 
problems  can  be  avoided.  Some  of  these  are  seasonal.  We  can 
avoid  some  of  the  problems  by  not  working.  Lets  take  an 
example  which  is  close  to  my  heart— the  raptors.  We  will  put 
limitations  on  development  in  an  area  near  a  raptor's  nest  for 
certain  periods  of  the  year,  which  will  be  springtime  into  the 
summer.  But  that  doesn't  mean  that  this  can't  happen  later 
on.  The  vork  can  be  done  later  on.  And  these  mitigation 
measures  and  monitoring  vill  be  applied  to  the  proposed 
action,  which  is  the  plan  that  Snyder  has  come  forth  with,  and 
the  alternatives  1  and  2,  which  is  either  more  or  fewer  wells. 
In  addition  to  that,  the  EIS  is  a  rather  broad  document,  rou 
can't  get  down  to  the  nitty-gritties  on  the  surface  with  an 
EIS.  So  when  Snyder  comes  forth  with  an  application  to  drill. 
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it's  called  an  APD,  application  for  permit  to  drill,  our  staff 
will  writ*  an  Environmental  Assessment  and  our  staff  will  go 
out  and  examine  that  site-specific  area  to  see  what  the 
probless  sight  be  at  that  location.  And  they  will  be  put 
stipulations  on,  as  I  said  if  there's  raptor  nests  nearby,  or 
there's  sage  grouse  lett,  and  if  there's  wetland.  They  will 
look  at  all  that  and  writs  an  environmental  assessment  which 
is  one  step  down  from  the  EIS.  But,  in  any  case  in  every  well 
location  there  will  be  an  Environmental  Assessment  written  and 
the  concerns  will  be  put  out  in  this  Environmental  Assessment 
so  that  the  public  or  anyone  else  who  is  concerned  about  this 
will  know.  1  forgot,  the  same  thing  with  right-of-ways  where 
roads  have  to  cross  federal  land,  has  to  be  a  right-of-way, 
and  the  same  type  of  thing  applies.  There  will  be  an 
Environmental  Assessment  on  that. 

So  really  the  biggest  concern  I  think  we're  facing,  that 
is  getting  to  be  more  and  more  of  a  concern  is  the  cumulative 
effects  of  all  this  development  out  there.  One  well  is  one 
thing,  700  or  1,000  wells  is  quite  different  and  that's  the 
most  difficult  thing  we  have  to  assess.  And  that  is  one  of 
the  concerns  that  we  have  the  greatest  problem  when  we  are 
criticized  for  this  or  when  we  actually  give  a  good  analysis. 

anyway,  that's  about  all  I  have  to  say  about  this.  It's 
a  quick  run  through.  1  assume  most  of  you  have  seen  the  draft 
BIS,   If  you  haven't  got  a  copy,  we  do  have  copies  here 
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vill  see  some  wild  horses.  And  it  is  in  this  area  and  it  is 
not  an  exception  it  is  a  rule  that  you  would  sen  them.  We  are 
able  to  show  the  paleontology — the  fossils — to  many  students, 
in  fact  ve  have  groups  that  come  from  out  of  state  and  when  I 
go  to  national  meetings,  they're  envious  of  us  tJiat  I  can  show 
five  different  kinds  of  fossils  in  one  afternoon  to  my  school 
children.  Those  things  in  the  past  have  not  been  disturbed. 
They're  there,  they  blend  in,  and  I  don't  have  any  reason  to 
believe  that  with  the  proposed  alternative  and  the  process 
that  we  use  to  get  there,  this  EIS,  the  type  of  "mini"  EIS  at 
each  well  site,  that  those  things  are  going  to  remain.  And  I 
feel  confident  that  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  if  they 
found  a  site  that  vas  an  archeological  site,  ijiere  was  some 
minerals  or  the  sage  chicken  as  we  were  talking  about,  sage 
grouse  as  we  were  Just  talking  about  and  heard  about,  that 
well  would  not  go  in  to  that  particular  site. 

The  County  Commissioners  will  be  submitting  a  written 
statement,  signed  by  the  three  of  us,  in  support  of  this 
project.  But  we  did  want  to  express  our  support  tonight  for 
the  preferred  alternative  and  I  personally  wanted  to  make  note 
that  I  do  not  feel  that  the  cumulative  effect  that  some  are 
worried  about,  and  maybe  somebody  here  tonight  will  speak  to 
that,  is  a  problem.  I  think  we  can  go  forward  with  the 
project.  Thank  you. 

BILL  HATTERS:  Thank  you.   Anybody  else? 
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available.   So  with  that  I'll  turn  it  back  to  Bill. 

BILL  HATTERS:  Thanks  Bob.  I  noticed  nobody's  signed  up 
definitely  to  speak  tonight.  We  have  a  couple  question  marks 
on  the  list.   Does  anyone  care  to  come  up? 

LIKDA  FLEXING:  I'm  Linda  Pleming.  I'm  a  Carbon  County 
Commissioner  and  I  would  like  to  speak  in  favor  of  the  project 
and  the  proposed  action.  Of  course,  as  far  as  being  in  the 
county  commissioner  business,  we  are  interested  in  the  tax 
base  of  the  county  and  the  Snyder  oil  Company  has  certainly 
been  a  friend  to  the  County  in  that  respect.  I  think  though, 
also,  it  has  bean  a  friend  in  that  it  has  provided  many  needed 
Jobs  In  the  Carbon  County  area;  and  those  Jobs,  of  course, 
turn  over  and  over  and  all  you  need  to  do  is  take  a  look  at 
the  Town  of  Baggs  and  you  would  see  the  impact  that  that 
particular  company  ha*.  I  think  though,  the  comments  that  I 
would  like  to  make  most  would  be  the  ones  where  w*  were 
referring  to  the  cumulative  effects  and  some  of  the  other 
aspects  of  the  project. 

I  live  in  the  area,  I  drive  the  road,  in  fact,  today  I 
have  been  to  Rawlins  twice.  I  recreate  in  that  area  that  is 
developed  and  I  personally  am  not  worried  about  the  cumulative 
effects.  The  livestock  that  you  see,  you'll  see  them  next  to 
wells.  The  grazing  in  that  portion  I  don't  believe  is  a 
problem.  I  also  teach  school  as  many  of  you  know.  I  take 
children  on  field  trips  and  I  can  guarantee  them  that  they 
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JAY  GRABOW:  My  name  is  Jay  Grabow  and  I'm  a  Rawlins 
Planning  Commission  member  and  also  a  local  businessman.  I  am 
not  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  planning  commission,  I'm  simply 
speaking  as  a  member  of  the  Planning  Commission.  Rawlins,  as 
you  all  know,  has  seen  some  economic  ups  and  downs  and 
projects  liks  this  that  create  Jobs,  creates  tax  revenue, 
allows  a  town  Ilka  Rawlins  to  utilize  their  infrastructure  and 
the  revenue*  from  those  so  we  can  support  our  water  system, 
our  street  system,  and  our  school  system.  We've  had  to  close 
some  schools  down.  We  have  streets  that  aren't  used.  The 
cost  is  there  to  maintain  them,  but  the  revenues  are  not 
there.  A  project  like  this  creates  jobs  for  our  children,  it 
creates  an  economic  base  for  our  businesses,  and  does  not 
destroy  the  land  that  we  play  on.  The  cumulative  effect  under 
the  controlled  nature  that  we  are  speaking  here  does  not 
bother  me  personally.  I  think  the  process  taJtes  care  of  any 
concerns  I  sight  have  and  I  would  endorse  the  project  in  hopes 
we  can  have  more  project*  in  the  area  that  create  the  kind  of 
economy  and  job  base  where  we  can  keep  our  kj-ds  in  the  area 
and  not  have  to  have  all  our  kids  go  to  the  big  city.  I  have 
two  kids  that  live  in  the  city  and  they  live  there  because  of 
Jobs,  not  because  that  that's  their  preferencu  of  a  place  to 
live.  It's  unfair  for  us  not  to  be  able  to  provide  work  for 
our  children  in  the  area  that  we've  chosen  to  live.  TheBe 
kind  of  efforts  I  think  facilitate  that. 


8-4 


I 

2 
3 

« 
5 
« 

7 

0 

0 

10 

11 

12 
13 
14 
15 
IS 
17 
IS 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


BILL  WAITERS:  Thank  you.  Are  there  any  other  speakers? 
Cone  on  up. 

DOW  DOWLIK:  I'a  Doug  Dowlin.  I'a  with  Hyland 
Enterprises.  I  live  right  hers  in  Rawlins.  I'vs  been  in  the 
Waasutter  area  since  1976,  actively  participating  in  trucking, 
particularly  water  hauling  and  graveling  roads.  In  ay  line  of 
business  we  havs  occasion  to  travel  the  roads  all  tinea  of  the 
day  and  night.  And  the  ground  that's  disturbed  fro»  putting 
in  the  roads  and  locations,  whan  they're  down  they  take  and 
add  fertilizer  to  the  disturbed  ground  and  plant  grass,  to  ths 
best  blend  that  will  work  for  that  area.  In  the  wintertiae 
and  the  spring,  it's  the  first  place  to  turn  green  and  that's 
where  you'll  see  the  antelope  and  the  deer.  They're  right  out 
there  along  those  road  eating. 

The  oil  coapanies  have  been  real  good  neighbors  on  the 
infrastructure;  they've  bought  soae  aabulances  at  Waasutter. 
They've  helped  down  at  Baggs.  Snyder's  the  one  that's  been 
mentioned  here  the  most,  but  AMOCO  and  UPRC  and  a  couple 
others  belong  to  scia,  south  Central  Industrial  Association. 
They've  aade  grants  to  help  out  the  rec  center  at  Ranna,  and 
also  they've  sent  I  believe  $2,000  to  the  boys,  soae  operation 
down  there  that  helps  people  in  Baggs.  So  they've  been  good 
neighbors.  And  as  far  as  cumulative  goes,  if  they  build  a 
bunch  aore  locations,  if  it  goes  ahead  and  goes  through,  it's 
just  like  when  you  get  a  dent  in  your  car,  it's  there  and 
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8.1.2  BLM  Responses  to  Comments  Made  During  the 
Public  Meeting 

Comment:  1.  Linda  Fleming  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time 
to  review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  2,  Jay  Grabow  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  3.  Doug  Dowlin  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

8.2  COMMENT  LETTERS  AND  BLM 
RESPONSES 

Sixty-three  comment  letters  were  received  on  the  DEIS 
(Table  8.1).  These  comment  letters  and  BLM  responses  are 
presented  below. 
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after  a  few  days  you  don't  notice  it.  And  when  you  weigh  the 
benefits  for  putting  all  the  people  to  work,  we  have  to  have 
natural  gas  to  fuel  our  cars,  if  wa  don't  keep— there's  about 
a  lot  decline  if  ws  just  stop  drilling  today,  so  you  have  to 
at  least  drill  10%  of  the  existing  wells  in  order  aalntaln  the 
flow  of  fuel  and  oil  that  wa  have  and  run  our  autoaobiles  and 
so  forth. 

So  I  think  it's  a  good  deal  and  I'a  all  for  it.  Thank 
you. 

BILL  WAITERS:  Thank  you.  Are  thera  any  other  speakers? 
Is  that  all?  Ok,  that's  really  quick.  I  want  to  thank  the, 
especially  the  speakers,  as  well  as  the  audience  for  cooing 
tonight.  Without  Input  Ilka  you  guys  provided,  without 
knowing  what  you  think,  it's  difficult  for  the  BLH  to  aake  a 
decision  aa  to  how  we're  going  to  go  with  this  thing  and  how 
best  we  can  serve  the  coaaunity  and  the  environment  as  a 
whole.  So  we  appreciate  your  tlae  and  interest  on  tliia  thing. 
You  got  anything  else  Bob? 

BOB  TIGNER:  Only  that  we  have  BLM  people,  Snyder  people, 
and  Marian  people  if  anyone  wants  to  ask  questions  after  the 
meeting  is  closed  we  will  be  here  to  answer. 

BILL  WAITERS:  Ok,  thank  you.  It's  now  7:40  p. a.  In  the 
afternoon,  and  we're  going  to  close  the  hearing,  formally 
close  it  and  we'll,  like  I  said,  we'll  be  available  for 
questions.  Thank  you. 
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Table  8.1     Comments  Received  on  the  DEIS  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project,  Carbon  and 
Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming,  1994. 


Commentor 


Chapter  Location 


U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Wyoming  Office  of  the  Governor 

Wyoming  Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

Wyoming  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation  Commission 

Wyoming  Game  and  Fish  Department 

Wyoming  State  Land  and  Farm  Loan  Office 

Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission 

Wyoming  State  Geological  Survey 

U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

U.S.  Congressman  Craig  Thomas 

Carbon  County  Commissioners 

Wyoming  State  Legislature,  Senator  Michael  B.  Enzi 

James  D.  Murphree 

Leroy  G.  Mossel 

David  M.  Wheeler 

Jerry  C.  Simmons 

Alan  C.  Ambler 

John  F.  Couch 

Lavelle  M.  Robert 

Anchor  Drilling  Fluids  USA,  Inc. 

Martin  E.  Knauss 

David  T.  Greene 

Steve  F.  Adams 

Dennis  Criswell  Trucking 

Cyclone  Drillng  Inc. 

Powder  River  Drilling  Fluids 

Dunbar  Well  Service,  Inc. 

Gwenda  Herold 

Stephen  Wollmer 

Bjork,  Seavy,  Lindley  &  Danielson,  P.C. 

The  Western  Company  (29  letters) 

Ramas  Inc.  and  Terra  Services 

Edwin  D.  Reed 

Carbon  County  Coalition 
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8.2.28 
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82.1   U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

J*^*V  UNITED  STATES  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
J  fcMggjI  HEQION  V1H 

vSSSfr/  "3   18,h  ST*EET  -  *UITE  s<>0 

\*_^  DENVER,  COlOftADO    «0202-2«M 


JUL  IvBM 


Ref:       3WM-EA 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Great  Divide  Resource  Area 
Attn:    Dr.    Bob  Tigner 
P.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins,    nyoaiog     82301 


Re:    Draft  Environmental   Impact  Statement   for  the 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project; 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,   Kyomlng 
Dear  Dr.   Tigner: 

la  accordance  vltb  the  responsibilities  under  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act    (NEPA)    and  Section  309  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act    (CAA) ,   the  Region  vnr  Office  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency    (SPA)    baa  reviewed  the  subject  Draft   Environmental    Impact 
Statement    (BIS) .     The  BIS  adequately  discloses  potential 
environmental  impact*  resulting  from  the  proposed  natural  gas 
proj  ect . 

Me  request  that  additional  information  be  provided  in  the 
Pinal  BIS  regarding  water  quality  conditions  of  Muddy  Creek.     The 
BIS  notes  that  this  perennial   stream's  nongame   fisheries  are  only 
partially  supported,    and  irrigation  and  livestock  water  are 
considered  threatened.     The  document  further  states  that  several 
reaches  of  the  stream  are  notably  degraded  and  actively  eroding, 
causing  in-stream  sediment  loads    (page  3-16) .      In  addition  to 
erosion  and  sediment  controls  to  bo  used  during  the  project's 
construction  activities,   the  Pinal  BIS  should  also  discloss 
ongoing  or  planned  measures   (i.e.,   road  closures,   grating 
practices)    for  restoring  Muddy  Creek's  beneficial  uses. 

Based  on  the  procedures  BPA  uses  to  evaluate  the  adequacy 
of  the  information  in  the  BIS  and  the  environmental   impacts  of 
the  proposed  action  and  alternatives,   the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement    (DEIS)    for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas 
Project  will  be  listed  In  the  JEedqraV  RegiatftX  as  category  LO 
(Lack  of  Objections) . 


,  Pttm4  on  *»  n-nw  Pqm 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  Limited  data  are  available  regarding  existing 
water  quality  conditions  in  Muddy  Creek  (see  Section 
3. 1 .5. 1).  The  BLM  is  currently  involved  in  a  watershed  study 
and  improvement  program  for  the  drainage.  Additional 
watershed  improvement  practices  being  implemented  in  the 
drainage  include:  the  modification  of  existing  grazing 
practices,  use  of  in-stream  control  structures  to  enhance 
riparian  vegetation  recovery  and  halt  or  minimize  head  cut 
movement,  bank  stabilization  procedures,  and  improved  road 
maintenance  practices.  Additional  mitigation  and  monitoring 
measures  for  maintaining/restoring  Muddy  Creek's  beneficial 
uses  are  identified  in  this  FEIS  (see  Sections  5.1.3.7,  5.2.4, 
and  5.2.6). 


The  BPA  appreciates  the  opportunity  to  review  and  comment 
on  the  Draft  BIS.   If  you  may  have  any  questions,  please  contact 
Larry  Kimcoel  at  (303)  293-1697. 

Sincerely, 


Robert  R.  DeSpain,  Chief 
Water  Management  Division 
Environmental  Assessment  Branch 


cc:  William  Garland,  Wyoming  DEQ  -  Water  Quality  Division 


%22  Wyoming  Office  of  the  Governor 


STATE  Of  WYOMING 

OrRCE  OF  THE  GOVERNOR 
CHEYENNE  82002 

July  26,  1994 


Area  Manager 

Great  Divide  Resource  Area 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  Box  670 

Rawlins,  WY  82301 

Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

With  regard  to  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Natural  Gas  Project  in  Carbon  and  Sweetwater  counties,  1  am  enclosing  comments  received 
from  state  agencies. 

First,  the  EIS  appears  to  have  been  well  considered  given  the  multitude  of  factors 
which  enter  into  such  a  project  The  proposed  action  reflects  the  natural  gas  resource  in 
the  area,  and,  as  well,  provides  responsible  mitigation  for  other  affected  resource  values. 
Given  the  scope  of  the  Draft  EIS,  the  early  communications  with  State  agencies,  the  obvious 
value  of  the  resource  to  the  state  and  this  nation  and  the  economic  benefits  accruing  to  the 
Slate  and  local  communities,  I  support  the  proposed  action. 

As  well,  please  know  that  my  concurrence  in  this  EIS  is  based  on  the  assumption  that 
all  proper  permitting  procedures  are  followed  as  well  as  the  precaution  of  determining  safety 
factors  such  as  with  the  mines  referenced  by  the  State  Geologist  in  his  comments  and 
consideration  of  the  comments  of  the  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish  Department  Recognizing 
the  extensive  work  done  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  Interdisciplinary  team  and  the 
third  party  contractor,  the  companies  have  a  good  performance  record  with  the  State  of 
Wyoming,  I  loot  forward  to  reviewing  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 


With  best  regards,  I  am 


Very  truly  yours. 


Mike  Sullivan 


MS:jhs 
Enclosures 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


1 

cont 


*l 


June  28,    199«  _, 

Page  2  RECEIVED 

In  determining  Che  Deed  for  a  liner,  each  sice  st.ould  be  evaluated 
individually  as  proposed  in  the  BI£_  However,  thore  are  additional 
factors  which  should  be  included  44  -AnyW  ffc*  evaluation  to 
determine  whether  a  liner  is  necessary  to  pro:ect  groundwater. 
Neither  the  APD  process  nor  nnthe_  WOGCC  regulations  require 
information  necessary  to  determine  ^T&J^r&taxGKrW  °r  groundwater 
quality  at  any  proposed  site  beforV^ej^rv|Apii:  construction  is 
initiated.  In  most  areas  of  the  state,  ft  it  difficult  for  a 
qualified  person  to  observe  the  soils  and  the  surrounding  surface 
features  at  a  proposed  reserve  pit  and  come  up  with  an  accurate 
prediction  of  the  lithology,  depth  to  groundwater  or  the 
groundwater  quality  due  to  the  extreme  variability  of  geology  and 
groundwater  quality  in  Wyoming.  Even  in  areas  where  groundwater 
depth  la  greater  than  50  or  100  feet,  there  may  be  confining  strata 
which  could  cause  a  surface  discharge.  There  are  also  areas  of  the 
state  where  groundwater  quality  is  greater  than  S000  mg/1  of  TDS 
and  the  use  of  a  liner  would  be  unjustified .  Without  this 
subsurface  informacion,  it  is  impossible  in  most  .ireaa  of  the  state 
to  determine  the  construction  procedures  necessary  to  protect 
groundwater  or  surface  water  quality. 

It  is  suggested  that  the  Pinal  BIS  include  information  on  soil 
types  {gravel,  sands,  silts,  clays,  sandstones,  shales,  etc)  and 
the  corresponding  depths  to  groundwater  where  liners  will  be 
required.  The  APD  process  should  provide  a  method  or  require  the 
company  to  determine  the  depth  to  groundwater  or  confining  strata 
and  conduct  a  simple  and  inexpensive  specific  conductance  field 
test  where  groundwater  la  found  to  determine  an  approximate 
groundwater  quality  and  potential  use.  Groundwater  in  the  first 
aquifer  which  is  surfacing  or  which  la  used  for  domestic,  fish 
propagation,  agricultural  or  livestock  in  the  immediate  area  (500 
feet  or  further  depending  on  rate  of  groundwater  movement)  around 
a  well  pad  should  require  a  liner  regardless  of  any  other 
consideration.  Nell  pads  in  sensitive  environmental  terrains 
(hilly  or  mountainous  or  by  wetlands  or  streams)  should  also 
require  lined  reserve  pics  regardless  of  other  considerations. 

The  distances  presented  in  the  second  and  third  bullets  (page  5-8J 
should  be  based  on  time  of  groundwater  or  pollutant  travel. 
Groundwater  moving  at  20  feet  per  day  will  travel  500  feet  in  less 
than  a  month;  and  therefore,  the  distances  listed  (500  ft  and  100 
ft)  would  doc  provide  adequate  protection  of  use.  Whereas,  if  the 
rate  of  groundwater  movement  is  20  feet  per  year,  it  will  take  25 
years  for  a  contaminant  plume  to  reach  the  surface  water  500  feet 
away. 

Approved  disposal  facilities 

DEQ  regulates  commercial  disposal  facilities  and  OIC  Class  I 
disposal  wells.  The  production  company  has  the  ability  to  utilite 
WOGCC  permitted  facilities  which  include  unitized  pits  and  OIC 
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June   27,    1994 


Area  Manager 

Great  Divide  Resource  Area 

Bureau  of   Land  Management 

P.O.    Box  670 

Rawlins,   Wyoming  12301 


RS:      Draft  BIS   for  the  Creston/Blu©  Gap  Natural  Gas   Project 

Dear  Sir/Madam: 

Jake  Strohmaa  and  Phil  Ogle  of  the  Water  Quality  Division  reviewed 
the  above  referenced  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (BIS)  and 
provider  comments  which  are  presented  below. 

Production 

The  proposed  production  operations  and  production  facility 
construction  provides  an  excellent  approach  to  protect  groundwater 
quality. 

teaaaheUut  atattafcUa  torn  drilling  eumeolbIX 


On  page  2-10,  the  last  paragraph  of  the  first  column  indicates  the 
well  pad  pits  for  drilling  operations  would  be  lined  as  necessary 
to  protect  groundwater  according  to  BIM  and/or  WOGCC  requirements 
and  that  a  determination  of  the  need  for  a  liner  will  be  made 
during  the  APD  process.  The  first  paragraph  on  page  S-I  lists  four 
Items  used  to  determine  whether  a  liner  is  required.  The  first 
bullet  states  soil  permeability  will  be  used  and  the  fourth  bullet 
indicates  "where  shallow  aquifers  are  likely  to  be  encountered". 
There  is  no  definition  of  a  'shallow  aquifer*  and  the  us«  of  the 
tern  "likely  to  be  encountered"  is  also  subjective  without 
definition.  What  type  of  procedure  will  be  used  to  determine  when 
a  shallow  aquifer  is  likely  to  be  encountered?  There  are  alluvial 
wells  and  springs  that  have  good  water  quality  within  this  project 
area.  Some  have  TDS  concentrations  less  than  500  mg/1  and  the 
Wasatch  formation  and  Battle  Springs  aquifer  contain  water  with  TDS 
concentrations  of  approximately  1000  mg/1. 


RECEIVED 


2 

cont 


June    28,    1994 
Page  3 

Class   II  disposal  wells. 

Page  5-8,  last  sentence  in  first  folium, 
sentence,  2nd  paragraph  need  to^lbeMha'agaJ  to 
WOGCC  permitted  facility  for  disposal". 


and    page    2-16,     4th 
read  "or  ocher  DBQ  or 


flhorm  Water   Pollution   PrsvenBlb^ffiaa" $g* 


,'  _i  NOUGHT 


fi  AWL  IKS  WY 

On  page  5-4,  Section  5.1.2.5  there  is  a  typographical  error  in  the 
first  sentence.  The  last  portion  of  the  firsc  sentence  indicates 
that  Storm  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Plans  aire  required  for 
■disturbances  of  greater  than  50  acres'.  This  statement  is 
incorrect.  Storm  Water  Pollution  Prevention  Plane:  must  be  prepared 
for  activities  requiring  disturbance  of  t j.ve  acres  or  more.  The 
plana  must  be  site  specific  and  must  address  the  actual  conditions 
associated  with  roads,  well  pads,  and  pipelines  constructed  for  the 
proj  ect . 


Hemmer,  Director 
''Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

DH/PO/mad   42692. LTR 
93/93-085 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


Comment:  1  -  The  project  proponents  have  recently 
committed  to  lining  all  the  reserve  pits  required  for  the 
proposed  project  Modifications  to  the  DEIS  have  been  made 
to  Sections  2.1.2.2  and  5.1.3.7. 

Comment:  2  -  The  text  has  been  modified  per  your 
recommendations  (see  Sections  2.1.2.5  and  5.1.3.7). 

Comment:  3  -  The  text  has  been  modified  per  your 
recommendations  (see  Section  5.1.2.5). 


8.2.4  Wyoming  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation  Commission 


&Mt  of  Domini 

<&il  ant)  &&S  Conurbation  Commission 


July  13,  1994 

Area  Manager 

Great  Divide  Resource  Area 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.   0.   Box  670 

Rawlins,  KY  82301 


Gentlemen: 


tun  oiiiew  wmx 

"M   it  14  i*0:ia 


DO'-sureai;  ;-r   avmgmt 

6KU0WXRA 

ftA«UN5  :'.'  V 


RE:     Drift   Creston/Blue    Gap   Natural    Gas    Project 
E.I.S. 


I  am  in  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  above  noted  E.I.S.  wherein  a  number  of 
companies  propose  a  330  well  Infill  drilling  program.  Since  this  1s  already 
a  productive  area.  I  urge  approval  to  nove  ahead  with  the  development  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Our  experience  with  the  companies  Involved  In  this  development  has  been 
excellent.  *e  do  not  anticipate  any  problems  In  the  future.  What  with  the 
administrations  emphasis  on  natural  gas,  It  only  seens  logical  to  promote  the 
development  of  this  area. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Donald  8.  Basko, 

State  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor 


cc:     State  Clearinghouse 
DBB/dl 


777  VAST  FWTBTMrr  HI  BO*  1*40.  CASPEH.  WYCWNGtXta    O071  234-71*7    FAXoB7ima»i 


8.2.5  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish  Department 


Game  A>4D  fish  Department  - 


July  1,  1994 


CIS  7389 

U.S.  Department  of  tho 

Interior 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Grmat  Dlvldm  Resource  Area 

Draft  Eis 

Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Cam 

Project 

SIN:       93-055 

Carbon  and  Sweetwater  counties 


JULIE    HAMILTON 

STATE   PLANNING  COORDINATOR'S   OPFICE 
HERSCHLER   BUILDING,    4TH   FLOOR   EAST 
CHEYENNE,    Wt      82002 

Dear  Ha.   Hamilton: 

The  staff  of  the  Wyoming;  Game  and  Fish  Department  haa 
reviewed  the  draft  environmental  Impact  a ta tenant  for  the 
Creston/Blu*  Cap  Natural  Gas  projact  in  Carbon  and  Sveetvater 
Count iee.  We       offer      the       following      comment*       for      your 

consideration. 

TerregtrUl  Consideration!,! 

Most  wildlife  issues  related  to  this  projact  have  already  been 
addressed  as  a  result  of  early  communications  between  WCPD  field 
personnel,  the  BLM  Interdisciplinary  Team  and  Harlan  Associates, 
Inc.  A  few  concerns  over  impacts  this  project  would  have  on 
wildlife  and  public  use  of  wildlife  resources  still  remain  and 
are  described  below. 


Comment 


EIS  Sec. 

]  a.2.3.1  The  DEI5  statea  "extensive"  fencing  of  right  of  ways 
I  will  not  be  uaed  and  concludes  that  big  game  migrations  would 
I  not  be  affected.  Even  minor  fencing  can  causa  major  impediment 
I  to  antelope  and  deer  movements,  if  it  is  in  the  wrong  place.  We 
|  recommend  no.  fencing  of  project  ROMs  to  prevent  these  impacts. 
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This  would  Include  barring  the  us*  of  snow  fencing,  which  can  be 
»t  an  effective  a  barrier  to  big  game  movements  ae  many  range 


cont-j  and  highway  fences. 

4.2.}.]  While  continuous  disturbance  of  sage  grouse  breeding 
activities  on  laics  would  certainly  have  significant  impact  on 
local  grouse  populations,  impacts  could  be  Just  as  great  from 
repeated  disturbance.  He  recommend  changing  this  significance 
criterion  to  "repeated  disruption  of  sage  grouse  breeding 
activity".  This  should  apply  to  any  disruptions  due  to  this 
project  that  sight  occur  in  or  out  of  the  CBGA. 

5.2.7  In  addition  to  Monitoring  road  signs,  conpanies  should 
also  monitor  recreation  use  of  the  CBGA,  particularly  during  big 
game  hunting  seasons.  One  issue  identified  during  scoping  is 
that  increased  gas  development  reduces  the  attraction  of  an  area 
for  hunting  experiences.  The  validity  of  this  concern  could  be 
tested  by  setting  vehicle  counters  on  main  roads  and  monitoring 
traffic  on  opening  days  and  weekends  of  local  antelope  and  deer 
hunting  seasons  through  the  life  of  the  project.  If 
recreational  use  of  the  area  declines,  mitigation  of  this  impact 
would  be  appropriate. 

Aquatic  Considerations; 

The  basic  information  in  thiB  document  about  potentially 
affected  fisheries  and  mitigation  strategies  is  generally 
correct!  but,  some  clarification  and  modifications  are  needed. 

On  page  3-34  In  section  3.2.2.4,  the  discussion  of  stream 
classes  should  be  modified.  In  particular,  a  DEQ  Class  2  stream 
is  one  that  presently  supports  or  is  potentially  capable  of 
supporting  oold-water  gam*  fish.  The  first  full  sentence  in 
column  two  should  be  changed  to  more  accurately  describe  use  of 
the  Little  Snake  River  by  trout.  This  sentence  should  be 
rewritten  to  say  "Cam*  fish  such  as  rainbow,  Colorado  River 
cutthroat  and  brook  trout  may  fittltXtMni 7 'JV* /MWh  reside 
seasonally  in  reaches  of  the  Little  Snak*  River  In  the  vicinity 
of  Baggs,  Wyoming  WXM/6¥At)tW/?t/7<M>V/i<*Wr,  but  ar*  f*t* 
IXMM//fA'/Ab  found  la  greater  numbers  in  the  upstream 
%tWMtt%t+  portions  of  this  river.  The  last  sentence  of  this 
section  should  be  changed  to  say  that  a  single  Colorado 
equawfish  was  captured  In  th*  Little  Snake  River  in  Wyoming  in 
1991  and  not*  that  this  species  is  listed  as  an  Endangered 
species.  The  document  should  also  note  that  Bluehead  suckers  do. 
occur  in  th*  Little  Snake  River.   This  species  is  considered 
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adjacent,  upstreaa  portions  of  Muddy  Creek  in  recent  years. 
Existing  poor  vater  quality  conditions  in  Muddy  Creek  is  not 
justification  for  routinely  accepting  fur:hor  degraded 
conditions  as  a  normal  cost  of  doing  business.  Because  of  the 
real  potential  threats  to  roundtail  chubs  and  bluehead  suckers 
and  their  possible  future  classification,  potential  impact  to 
vater  quality  and  fish  habitat  is  an  important  Estate  interest. 
Th«  Magnitude  of  this  potential  impact  should  be  quantitatively 
defined  to  allow  a  better  understanding  of  potential  fishery 
impacts  than  can  be  determined  from  the  word  "ioderate".  Ha 
recommend  the  BUI  require  the  applicant  to  conduct  a  cumulative 
analysis  of  sediment  loads  in  the  system  at  present  and  with  the 
various  levels  of  proposed  development  prior  to  the  approval  of 
any  action  alternative. 

On  page  5-7,  section  5.1.3.7,  the  first  paragraph  under 
Surface  Hater  provides  encouraging  recognition  of  the  need  to 
stay  500  feet  from  open  waters  and  100  feet  from  intermittent 
channels.  However,  this  commitment  is  compromised  by  the 
qualifying  remark  of  "where  possible".  Ho  criteria  are  provided 
to  Indicate  when  or  what  conditions  would  warrant  drilling 
within  these  buffer  areas.  We  recommend  that  either  a)  the 
qualifying  remarks  "where  possible"  be  removed  or  b)  criteria  be 
Included  to  say  when  such  drilling  might  be  allowed  and  commit 
to  ensuring  no  net  Increase  of  sediments  moving  to  those 
drainages  or  waters  from  associated  surface  disturbing 
activities. 

In  this  same  paragraph,  the  document  notes  that  culverts 
will  bo  used  at  all  stream  crossings.  These  typed  of  structures 
typically  become  barriers  to  fish  movement  and  often  result  in 
serious  down  cutting  and  erosional  areas  if  proper  precautions 
are  not  observed.  We  recommend  that  only  bottomless  culverts  or 
bridges  be  used  on  all  live  waters. 

On  page  5-13  section  5.2.4,  the  commitment  to  vater 
resources  monitoring  is  too  vague  and  leaves  the  reader  little 
assurance  that  impacts  will  be  detected  if  they  occur. 
References  to  "visual  monitoring"  and  "periodic"  water  sampling 
are  not  typical  of  more  acceptable  monitoring  protocols.  Most 
c-onitorlng  plans  include  specific  details  of  when,  where  and  how 
specific  sampling  will  occur  and  what  elements  will  be  sampled 
on  those  occasions.  We  recommend  that  thesti  elements  be 
Identified  and  included  in  the  final  EIS. 


Ms.   Julie  Hamilton 

July   1,    1994 
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4     1  rare     in    the     state    and    also     Is    likely    to    be    classified    as 
.  I  Threatened   or    Endangered  by   the  0.    S.    Fish  and   Wildlife   Service 
COnt |  in  the  near  future. 

This  section  should  also  note  that  roundtail  chubs  (which 
are  present  in  Muddy  Creek)  have  recently  been  considered  for 
classification  as  Threatened  or  Endangered  by  the  U.  S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service;  but,  no  decision  has  yet  been  made.  The 
potential  classification  change  to  both  roundtail  chubs  and 
bluehead  suckers  is  a  serious  concern  to  our  agency  and  the 
State  because  of  the  possible  effects  on  our  future  fisheries 
and  land  management  abilities.  As  a  consequence,  special 
emphasis  needs  to  be  placed  on  all  discussions  of  and 
commitments  to  controlling  project-related  impacts  to  surface 
waters  and  fisheries. 

On  page  4-27,  section  4.2.3.4,  Significance  Criteria,  the 
criteria  provided  for  fisheries  is  unrealistic  and 
Inappropriate.  This  criteria  seemingly  does  not  recognise  the 
basis  for  our  classification  system  -  which  is  based  on  a 
combination  of  factors  that  include  fish  density  and 
composition,  public  access  and  aesthetics.  In  its  present 
definition,  a  "significant  impact"  would  essentially  mean  a  near 
elimination  of  fish  in  affected  streams  and/or  radical 
alteration  of  the  landscape  and/or  major  reduction  of  public 
access  to  streams.  Project  actions  that  result  in  a  change  of 
stream  class  would  certainly  have  long  since  passed  a  point  of 
acceptability  to  our  department,  WDEQ,  the  local  conservation 
district,  local  landowners  and,  hopefully,  the  BUt.  Certainly 
significance  can,  and  should,  be  determined  In  one  or  more  of 
several  other  ways  that  represent  less  catastrophic  aquatic 
effects.  We  recommend  that  a  specific  monitoring  plan  be 
developed  that  tracks  trends  in  water  quality,  stream  habitat  or 
morphological  characteristics,  aquatic  macroinvertebrate 
community  structure  and  function  and/or  fish  species  composition 
and  relative  abundance  in  a  designated  stream  segment  or 
segments.  Except  for  fish  monitoring,  most  of  these  elements 
could  be  managed  by  the  applicant. 

In  this  same  section,  each  of  the  Alternatives  indicates 
that  impacts  would  be  moderate  throughout  the  life  of  the 
project.  This  assumption  of  acceptability  is  not  desirable 
especially  in  the  absence  of  any  quantitative  indication  of  its 
magnitude.  Our  agency  has  been  working  cooperatively  with  the 
BUt,  local  landowners  and  the  conservation  district  to  improve 
water     quality,      channel     stability     and     fish     populations     in 
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In  section  5.2.6  on  page  5-13,  we  see  no  discussion  of  any 
fisheries  monitoring.  Because  of  the  potential  negative  effects 
described  above,  fisheries  monitoring  should  be  included. 
Monitoring  could  include  annual  monitoring  of  physical  habitat 
in  a  section  or  sections  of  affected  streams,  regular  (monthly) 
monitoring  of  vater  quality  conditions  or  analysis  of  trends  in 
macroinvertebrate     community     structure     and     function.  Fish 

populations  could  also  be  monitored  directly;  but,  this  work 
would  require  either  a  collecting  permit  from  our  agency  or  a 
contractual  agreement  for  our  agency  to  sample  the  fishery  on  an 
annual    (or  otherwise  agreed  to)   basis. 

These  concerns  are  significant  and  should  be  addressed 
directly.  To  assure  adequate  and  timely  resolution,  we  ask  that 
the  Rawlins  district  office  provide  a  direct  response  before 
approving  any  action  alternatives. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment. 


JW.as 

cc:    Wildlife,    Fish,    HATS  Divisions 
OSFWS 


ffOE  WHITE 
DEPUTY   DIRECTOR 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  Fencing  would  only  be  used  at  well  locations 
and  at  sensitive  reclamation  sites.  No  fences  along  ROWs, 
which  could  potentially  affect  big  game  movements,  would  be 
used  during  big  game  migration  periods. 

Comment:  2  -  The  significance  criteria  was  modified  per 
your  recommendations  (see  Section  4.2.3.2). 

Comment:  3  -  The  BLM  believes  that  impacts  to  recreation 
on  the  CBGA  resulting  from  the  proposed  project  would  not 
be  significantly  affected,  and  therefore  do  not  warrant 
extensive  monitoring. 

Comment:  4  -  The  text  was  modified  accordingly  (see 
Sections  3.2.2.4  and  3.2.4). 

Comment:  5  -  These  species  are  discussed  in  Section  3.2.4. 

Comment:  6  -  The  significant  criteria  has  been  modified  (see 
Section  4.2.3.4).  In  addition,  various  specific  mitigation  and 
monitoring  measures  have  been  included  (see  Section  5. 1 .3.7, 
5.2.4,  and  5.2.6).  The  BLM  believes  that  the  impact 
analyses  and  mitigation  and  monitoring  measures  presented 
in  this  FEIS  are  sufficient.  However,  the  BLM  is  willing  to 
further  discuss  your  concerns  at  your  convenience.  Please 
feel  free  to  contact  the  Great  Divide  Resource  Area  Manager. 

Comment:  7  -  No  drilling  activities  on  public  lands  would  be 
allowed  within  500  ft  of  open  water  or  wetlands  and  within 
100  ft  of  intermittent  or  ephemeral  drainages.  Some  road 
and  pipeline  ROWs  may  cross  these  areas. 


8.2.6  Wyoming  State  Land  and  Farm  Loan  Office 


Wyoming  State  Land 
and  Farm  Loan  Office 

1 23  WV  J3TH  SIWH.  MRKMJI  RJLOffi 

CHET&et.  WYOMKS  ttOOMflOO 

WOK  X7/777-73J1 


HOWAJtt)  U.  SOCJKAJt  ctwot  m*m 

FAIR  t-  CLUSf.  x-vrr  y 
Itra  l  LDWit,  bah  k 

SKAIOM  1  CAJtAJO,  AOTAM  omCK*.  TT>-U 

DAVE  W  K»d  AnttUKT  MtOOl  m-MM 
UMt  IOAM  4  HVAC3 IUMI 
UOtt.AHKAMCMi 
«6UXntlOAW 

KA20U>  0.  CO*.  AiHSA-fl  WKXX.  rJ7-**C 
KMfcU  HUM  *  kOTMTT  COMUAKI 

JH  MMutt  amjuh  w 


TO: 
FROM: 


MEMORANDUM 


Julie  Hamilton,  State  Planning  Coordinator's  Office 


Paul  Cleary,  Deputy  Dirtdoerf^^, 

DATE:  June  2,  1994 

SUBJECT:      Creston/BIue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

We  have  reviewed  the  proposed  actios  and  subject  document  for  potential  effects  on  state  trust 
land  surface  and  subsurface  resources.  We  Dote  that  the  potential  authorizing  actions  of  this 
office  and  the  Wyoming  Board  of  Land  Commissionen  were  not  referenced  in  Table  1.1  and 
the  related  discussion.  This  should  be  corrected  to  indicate  thai  ill  activities  involving  stale  trust 
land  or  minerals  must  be  authorized  by  the  Board  of  Land  Commissioners.  This  would  include 
approval  of  stale  oil  and  (as  teases,  sand  and  {ravel  loses,  rights-of-way  for  long-term  or 
permanent  off-lease/off-unit  facilities  (e,g.,  access  roads  and  pipelines),  and  temporary  use 
permits  for  off-lease/off-unit  facilities  and  uses  of  a  temporary  nature  (e.|.,  equipment  staging 
and  storage  areas  and  water  removal  facilities).  Information  on  the  application  procedures  and 
requirements  for  these  authorizations  can  be  obtained  by  contacting  this  office. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  and  comment  on  this  proposed  project  Please  keep 
us  informed  of  the  progress  in  this  effort. 


-t*W--Or*Hur*c*wd,fro»ofS«r*gtr»  Start  land  Iryrf"  -1990- 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:    1    -   The  text  was   modified   to   include  the 
information  presented  (see  Section  1.3). 


Comment:  8  -  The  BLM  concurs,  and  only  bottomless 
culverts  would  be  used  on  live  waters  on  public  lands  (see 
Section  5  1.3.7). 

Comment:  9  -  See  Comment  6,  above. 

Comment:  10  -  See  Comment  6,  above. 
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TO: 
FTOIt 


DATS: 

RE: 


MEMORANDUM 


MS.  JUUE  HAMILTON 

STATE  PLANNING  COORDINATOR'S  OFFICE 


JONF.JACOUOT 
ENGINEERING  SUPERVISOR 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 


r<h~*~~ 


CREST0N/8LUE  GAP  NATURAL  GAS  PROJECT  ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT  STATEMENT 


'I 


This  Is  in  response  to  a  request  by  the  State  Planning  Coordinator's  Office 
thai  the  Public  Service  Commission  comment  on  the  referenced  matter.  The 
Commission  requests  thai  no  unreasonable  restrictions  be  placed  on  the  provision  of 
utility  service  or  on  the  construction  of  utility  and  pipeDna  facilities  is  a  result  of  the 
development  0/  Implementation  of  the  referenced  Environmental  Assessment 

M  the  operators  intend  to  construct  and  operate  common  carrier  pipelines  lo 
transport  gas  from  the  Held,  they  most  (Be-  with  the  Wyoming  Public  Service 
Commission  for  authority  to  operate  these  facflitles  ss  a  Public  Utility,  W.S.  37-1*101 
91  sag.  A  fifing  must  be  made,  prior  to  construction  of  the  pipelines,  In  accordance  with 
Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission  Rules  Section  204. 

Where  any  construction  is  undertaken,  the  contractor  should  contact  and 
coordinate  with  the  utilities  and  pipeline  operators  otherwise  present  In  the  area  to 
prevent  contact  with  and  damage  to  other  utfflty  and  pipeline  facilities. 

If  you  should  have  any  questions  regarding  these  comments,  please  let  me 


82.8  Wyoming  State  Geological  Survey 


WYOMING  STATE  GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

BOX  MM.  UNrvEKmr  SUTON  .  UWAM«.  WYOMING  KOM-iCOS 
Can  766-22S4  •  fAX  3G7-746-26C6 

JMff  CfOtOCdT  -  Cory  L  OfcM* 


«O.OCCm  H*vTV  HOaoo 


June  3,  1994 

-Memsriadin- 

TO.  Julie  Hamilton,  Wyoming  State  Clearinj  House 

FROM;  Gary  B.  Clara,  State  Geotofut  **- 

ImpactS 
Project  {State  Meatifier  93-085) 


1  w 

I  1S» 


our  review  of  this  draft,  we  noted  thai  there  are  some  old  underground  coal  mines  in 
:  ares.  There  may  be  1  potential  for  mine  subsidence  and  possibly  pi  or  ftra 
associated  with  these  mines. 

For  roore  information  00  these  mines  the  preparers  may  contact  Dan  Voder  of  my  staff 
at  766-2286.  ' 


j  rry.fat  Slma  1*JJ 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  The  BLM  believes  that  no  unreasonable 
restrictions  would  be  placed  on  utility  companies  as  a  result 
of  this  EIS. 

Comment:  2  -  SOCO  and  the  other  area  operators  would  file 
with  the  Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission  prior  to 
pipeline  construction. 

Comment:  3  -  SOCO  and  the  other  area  operators  would,  as 
necessary,  coordinate  with  existing  area  utility  and  pipeline 
operators  prior  to  implementing  construction  activities  that 
could  potentially  affect  existing  utility  and  pipeline  facilities. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  Information  on  abandoned  mines  on  the  CBGA 
has  been  added  to  the  EIS  (see  Sections  3.1.3.2,  4.1.4.1, 
4.1.4.2,  and  5.1.3.4). 
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82.9   U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


SUiEAU  OF  KIKES 

Ifltcrmounuin  Ffcid  Operation*  Center 

PO  Boi  mm 

ftuBdifi,  20,  Denver  Federal  Center 

Denver.  Colorado  80226 


June  29,  1994 


Memorandum 


Toi        Dr.  Bob  Tlgner,  Great  Divide  Resource  Area,  Bureau  of 
Land  Hanageaent,  P.O.  Box  670,  Ravlins,  Wyoming  82301 

Fron:      Supervisory  Physical  Scientist 

Subject!  Review  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
Creeton/Blue  Cap  Natural  Gas  Project,  Carbon  and 
Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Personnel  of  the  0.6.  Bureau  of  Mines  reviewed  the  subject  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  possible  conflicts 
between  mineral  resources  and  mineral  producing  facilities.  The 
DEIS  addresses  a  proposal  by  a  group  of  oil  and  gas  companies  to 
develop  200  to  330  natural  gas  veils  adjacent  to  existing 
development  sites  within  the  project  area. 

In  general,  the  document  adequately  describes  the  mineral 
occurrence*  In  the  project  area  and  the  possible  impacts  on  future 
mining  development,  however,  soma  additional  information  and 
clarification  is  recommended  for  specific  sections  of  the  report. 

On  page  3-7  (column  2,  paragraph  2)  the  report  briefly  describes 
the  Fed  Rim  coal  area  and  the  restrictions  on  development  of  this 
area  required  by  the  National  Wildlife  Federation.  Unlike  the 
above  paragraph  for  the  China  Butte  area,  no  information  on 
ac:  :2s  or  coal  tonnages  is  given  for  the  Red  Rim  area.  Also, 
the  "environmental  and  reclamation  stipulations"  that  restrict 
development  are  not  explained.  Ve  suggest  inserting  information 
for  the  Red  Rim  area  on  coal  tonnages  and  acreages  as  was  done  for 
China  Butte  and  providing  an  explanation  of  the  environmental  and 
reclamation  stipulations  that  restrict  development.  Providing  thim 
information  would  make  it  easier  for  policy  makers  to  determine 
potential  impacts  of  the  project  on  coal  resources  in  this  ares. 

Page  3-50  (column  1,  paragraph  3)  states  that  the  low  economic 
potential  of  coal  in  the  project  area  Is  partly  a  result  of  the 
checkerboard  land  ownership  between  private  and  federal  interests. 
The  checkerboard  ownership  in  itself  would  not  necessarily  restrict 
development.  Royalties  are  frequently  paid  to  both  the  Federal 
government  and  the  Onion  Pacific  Railroad  when  minerals  such  as 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  The  Red  Rim  coal  area  occurs  on  less  than 
3  mi2  of  the  CBGA,  and  no  development  is  proposed  in  this 
area.  Therefore,  no  impacts  to  the  coal  resource  in  the  Red 
Rim  coal  area  are  anticipated  from  this  project. 

Comment:  2  -  The  text  on  land  ownership  has  been  deleted 
(see  Section  3.5.3). 

Comment:  3  -  Additional  information  has  been  added  to  the 
text  (see  Section  4.5.2.3). 

Comment:  4  -  The  missing  information  has  been  added  to  the 
text  (see  Section  4.5.2.3). 


trona  ara  mined.   Possibly,  the  land  ownership  effect  is  because 
O  I  Union  Pacific  prefers  to  develop  natural  gas  at  this  time  rather 
-■than  coal.   Whatever  the  circumstances,  they  should  be  explained 
>nt-|  Bore  clearly  if  they  ara  being  used  to  define  the  economic 
potential  of  coal  in  the  project  area. 

Page  4-36  (column  a,  paragraph  4)  "Land  Use"  (environmental 
consequences) ,  states  "existing  leasable  and  locatable  mineral 
reserves  on  the  CBGA  are  not  currently  economically  recoverable; 
therefore,  negligible  impacts  to  mineral  operations  would  result 
from  the  project."  This  statement  is  misleading  because  it 
disregards  the  Impacts  the  project  could  have  on  future  development 
of  existing  coal  resources.  Also,  it  is  somewhat  inconsistent 
with  other  parts  of  the  DEIS  that  acknowledge  the  effects  of  tho 
project  on  possible  future  mining  of  coal.  Page  3-7  (column  2, 
paragraph  1)  describes  "73.9  million  tons  of  low  sulfur  coal"  as 
"attractive  for  future  mining."  Page  4-7  of  the  DEIS  describes 
how  current  oil  and  gas  leasing  would  preclude  future  coal  leasing. 
Potential  impacts  to  future  coal  leasing  and  development  should  be 
explained  again  under  the  "Land  Use"  section  as  best  as  possible 
and  be  consistent  with  other  parts  of  the  report. 

41  On  Page  4-36  (column  2,   paragraph  4)  the  last  sentence  and  possibly 
I  the  paragraph  are  missing  some  text. 

If  you  have  questions  regarding  this  review,  please  contact  Roger 
Dolzani  at  (303)  236-0428,  ext.  236. 


rld/cvl 


Lri      HSrk  H.    Hibpshmjn 


8.2.10   U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Uouc  nnv-Praiiic  Rrpoa 


HAILING  ADDRESS 
hut  Office  Box  SM86 

Dctifcr  FcricnJ  Cm  la 
Demer,  Colorado  BOTE 


STREET  LOCATION; 

1M  Union  BM. 

Lilewood.  Cotorxto  80228 


mum* 

Area  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Rawlins,  Wyoming 

Assistant  Regional  Director,  Ecological  Services,  Region  6 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Natural  Sas  Project  (ER  94/0069) 

This  memorandum  provides  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service's  (Service)  comments  on 
the  subject  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS). 

GENERAL  C0WENTS 

Most  of  the  Service's  concerns  regarding  candidate,  threatened,  and  endangered 
species  were  addressed.    However,  several  sections  of  the  Draft  EIS  need 
clarification  to  ensure  adequate  protective  measures  art  Incorporated  into  the 
project.    Therefore,  please  Incorporate  the  following  recommendations  into  the 
final  document. 

SPECIFIC  COfWEKTS 

Page  2-12.  paragraph  2:  MM  2-25.  number  20:  Bjaj  4-25.  paragraph  6:  and 


gage  5-10,  paragraph  ?:     The  Service  supports  the  use  of  netting  or  pool 
covers  over  open  pits  to  deter  bird  use.    However,  the  Draft  EIS  Is  not  clear 
when  the  netting  will  be  set  1n  place.    Pages  2-25  and  4-25  indicate  that 
these  protective  measures  will  be  taken  If  birds  are  attracted  to  and  use  any 
of  the  reserve  pits  or  other  localities  that  contain  potentially  harmful 
substances.     Page  5-10  suggests  that  netting  will  be  placed  on  pits  within  15 
days  after  cessation  of  drilling  and  testing  activities.    The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (Bureau)  should  require  all  pits  containing  harmful  substances  be 
netted  as  soon  as  possible  after  construction.     If  pits  are  netted  only  after 
documented  use,  It  1s  likely  that  some  level  of  mortality  will  have  already 
occurred,  resulting  In  a  violation  of  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act.    A 
proactive  approach  eliminates  the  need  for  monitoring  pit  use  by  birds  and 
potential  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  violations. 
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Page  2-24.  number  14:     Mitigation  measures  for  wetland  disturbances  should 
Include  leisures  to  minimize  Impacts  to  vegetation.     Riparian  vegetation 
should  be  crushed  or  sheared  rather  than  removed.     If  reooval  1s  unavoidable, 
vegetation  should  be  reestablished  Immediately  following  completion  of  the 
crossing,  rather  than  watting  until  the  first  appropriate  growing  season  as 
Indicated  1n  (H)(f). 

Pace  2-24.  number  17:  pane  3-38.  last  paragraph:  and  paae  4-25.  paragraph  1: 
Active  raptor  nesting  buffers  of  0.75  and  0.50-alle  ire  proposed.    Neither  of 
these  Is  consistent  with  the  l.Q-ailt  nesting  buffer  established  for  the 
Coordinated  Activity  Plan  for  the  Big  Plney/laBarge  Area,  Rock  Springs 
District  (page  7).    However,  because  the  project  area  offers  some  topographic 
relief  that  Bay  provide  visual  barriers  for  nesting  raptors,  the  Service 
supports  the  0.7S-Blle  buffer  identified  on  page  3-32  of  the  Draft  CIS. 

Page  S-11.  paragraph  4:    The  Bureau's  commitment  to  survey  and  Implement 


protective  measures  for  candidate  species  Is  commendable.    However,  this 
section  my  not  convey  what  the  Bureau  actually  Intended.    As  written.  It  It 
suggested  that  no  activities  would  be  allowed  If  they  disturb  candidate 
species.    A  literal  Interpretation  of  'disturb'  could  be  construed  to  nan  any 
activity  that  Interfered  with  the  natural  behavior  of  candidate  species.    This 
Is  unnecessarily  restrictive  because,  for  example,  driving  on  a  dirt  road 
would  likely  'disturb'  perched  loggerhead  shrikes  adjacent  to  the  road. 
Though  the  Service  supports  protective  neasures  for  candidate  species,  this 
section  nay  be  misleading  to  other  readers.     If  the  Intent  Is  to  protect 
nesting  birds,  populations  of  candidate  plants  and  fish,  etc.,  this  section 
should  be  expanded  to  clarify  and  specify  the  actual  protective  measures  to  be 
Implemented  for  each  group  of  candidate  species  (I.e.,  breeding  birds,  plant 
populations,  etc.). 

Page  5-13.  5.2.6  Wildlife  and  Fisheries:    The  Service  supports  the  development 
and  Implementation  of  long-term  monitoring  programs.    However,  this  section 
does  not  adequately  describe  what  rill  be  monitored  or  the  Intensity  and 
duration  of  monitoring  efforts.    For  example,  'breeding  bird  surveys  may  be 
required  periodically*  provides  no  commitment  on  the  part  of  the  Bureau  or 
lessee  that  monitoring  will  be  conducted.    In  the  Final  EIS,  this  section 
should  describe  what  Is  going  to  be  monitored  (e.g.,  annual  nesting, 
productivity,  nest  or  population  distribution,  trends  In  number  or  size  of 
population,  etc.),  how  frequently  populations  will  be  monitored  (monthly  or 
yearly),  and  the  duration  with  which  populations  will  be  monitored  (aonth, 
year,  or  life  of  project).    A  summary  of  the  monitoring  program  should  be 
provided  In  table  format  in  the  Final  EIS. 

The  Service  believes  that  an  effective  monitoring  program  1s  essential  for 
evaluating  the  long-term  environmental  consequences  of  this  project.    Without 
adequate  monitoring,  conclusions  about  the  Impacts  of  oil  and  gas  development 
on  the  long-term  productivity  of  the  project  area  cannot  be  made  based  on 
reliable  biological  information.    Conclusions  reached  regarding  the  short-term 
use  of  the  environment  versus  long-term  productivity  (page  4-41)  must, 
therefore,  be  substantiated  with  information  gathered  from  monitoring 
programs. 


Conclusion:    To  date,  the  biological  assessment  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Natural  6as  Project  has  not  been  received  by  the  Service.     Upon  receipt,  the 
Service's  Cheyenne  Field  Office  will  review  and  comment  on  that  document 
pursuant  to  section  (7)(a)(2)  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  as  amended. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  Draft  EIS. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  Wildlife  use  of  reserve  pits  is  not  anticipated 
during  periods  when  human  activity  levels  at  well  locations  are 
high  (i.e.,  during  drilling  and  testing).  All  reserve  pits  would 
be  netted  within  72  hours  of  the  time  the  drilling  rig 
substructure  is  moved  off  the  well  site  location,  unless  it  is 
determined  by  the  BLM  that  no  toxic  or  oil-based  materials  are 
present  in  the  pits  (see  Section  5.1.3.10). 

Comment:  2  -  The  BLM  concurs.  Riparian  vegetation  would 
be  sheared  where  possible,  and  where  removal  is  unavoidable, 
vegetation  reestablishment  would  begin  immediately  (see 
Section  2.1.5). 

Comment:  3  -  The  text  has  been  corrected  to  reflect  a  0.75  mi 
buffer  for  all  active  raptor  nests  (see  Section  2.1.5). 

Comment:  4  -  The  text  has  been  modified  per  your  request 
(see  Section  5.1.3.12). 

Comment:  5  -  The  activity  status  of  raptor  and  sage  grouse 
leks  within  the  vicinity  of  proposed  development  areas  would 
be  determined  during  APD  and  ROW  application  review 
processes,  and  if  determined  to  be  active,  these  nests  and  leks 
would  be  monitored  annually  for  the  first  5  years  of  the 
project.  In  addition,  the  presence  of  T&E  and  candidate/state 
sensitive  species  on  these  proposed  development  areas  would 
also  be  determined  during  APD  and  ROW  application  reviews. 
Additional  aquatic  habitat/fish  monitoring  activities  have  also 
been  identified  in  this  FEIS  (see  Section  5.2.4  and  5.2.6). 
The  need  for  further  wildlife  monitoring  activities  on  the 
CBGA  has  not  been  determined,  and  therefore,  the  specifics 
regarding  these  activities  cannot  be  defined. 

Comment:  6  -  The  BA  for  the  proposed  project  will  be 
provided  to  the  USFWS  Cheyenne  Field  Office  in  late 
August  1994. 
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82.11   U.S.  Congressman  Craig  Thomas 


CAaiGTmOUAS 


Congrttf*  of  ttje  ®m'!tb  &Mt* 

ttactiingioa,  ©C  20515 

July  2»,  1994 


Sob  Tlgrvar 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Pc*t  Office  Box  «70 
Rawlins,  Wyoming  12301 

Good  morning  Bob. . . 

Enclosed  la  a  copy  of  •  commant  froa  Edwin  D.  Reed,  Baggs, 
Wyoming,  regarding  tha  proposed  Creaton/Blum  Gap  natural  Gas 
Projact. 

It's  Tital  to  support  tba  domestic  oil  and  gaa  lnduatry.    If  va 
ar«  n:i*bla  to  proaota  strong  oil  and  gas  production,  va  laava  our 
nation  vulnerable  to  energy  ahortagaa  and  aavara  economic 
problem*.  Hot  only  doaa  production  craata  Joba  and  benafit  tha 
•conoar,  It  provldea  aecurity  for  our  nation.   V*  naad  to  anaura 
that  tha  dosaatic  natural  gas  lnduatry  remains  strong. 

Please  atay  in  touch  with  ay  Rock  Springs  offlca  and  let  m  Jtnow 
bow  this  laaua  progreasea.   I  look  forward  to  hearing  froa  you. 


Baat  regard*, 

Craig  Tbomaa 
Kember  of  Congress 


CT:p» 

Enclosure 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


/ 


JUi 


/ 


2S 


% 
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July  17. 1994 

to  whom  rr  UAY  CONCERN: 

RE:  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Creston  Sue  Gap  Area  i 

Carton  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming  / 

As  an  active  member  of  my  community,  school  and  county  1  feel  the  oil  and  gas 
Industry  has  benefited  Utile  Snake  River  Valley  In  a  very  positive  way,  ways  thai  seem 
overlooked  In  this  statement 

Needless  to  say  our  school  oeneRis  Irom  an  inereasad  tax  base,  but  lite  Offer  «nt 
Industry  companies  (large  and  small)  have  always  been  very  supportive  of  our 
communjy  sclMtie*.  This  would  Include  scholarships  for  students,  helping  students 
raise  money  to  help  pay  (or  trips  that  other  wise  could  not  be  taken,  andthe     . 
employees  and  their  famltes  supporting  al  cl  the  many  fund  raising  activities  that  all 
small  schools  hav*. 

In  the  eommun*y,  the  Uons  Club  and  Ihe  4-H  would  be  hurt  In  their  lund  raising  efforts 
If  I  was  not  for  many  of  the  Individuals  Involved  in  the  oJ  and  gas  Industry. 

Have  fredlnBaggt  for  21  years  and  was  Involved  in  the  "boom"  of  the  seventies.  I 
know  that  there  arl  never  be  another  "boom"  of  that  nature,  but  ( Is  a  pleasant  feeling 
to  see  the  Improved  mental  state  of  our  community  when  everyone  Is  busy  from  the 
roustabout  crews  to  the  producing  companies.  Tries  positive  mental  state  Is  reflected  in 
every  aspect  of  the  community. 

As  a  citizen  of  Carbon  County  I  (eel  that  our  lands  must  be  lands  of  many  uses,  not 
lands  of  one  us*. 

Thank  You, 


tf 


Edwin  0.  Reed 

Teacher.  Snake  River  High  School 

Secretary,  Snake  River  Uons  Club 

Box  148 

Baggs,WY  82321 


8.2.12   Carbon  County  Commissioners 


An  Zdgtt,  Chairman 
Gary  Grsilou 


r.o.  BOX  . 
RAWUNS,  WY.  11X1 


CmnmicfiUmcris  of  Carbon  tCoimtg 
SjuDttss.  ■oomtetf  B230 1 


July   5,    1994 


Al  Pearson,  Are*  Manager 
Great  Divide  Resource  Area 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  670 
Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301 


Dear  Mr.  Pearson: 


The  Carbon  County  Commissioners  support  the  proposed 
action  alternative  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas 
Project  as  described  in  the  May  1994  Environmental  Impact 
Statement. 

The  project  will  increase  the  job  and  tax  base  of 
the  County. 

The  environmental  impact  of  additional  roads,  pipelines 
and  disturbances  will  be  minimized  by  the  location  of  the 
wells  near  exisiting  welli. 


We  support  the  proposed  action  alternative. 


Sincerely, 

BOARD  OF  COMMISSIONERS 


y 


z2£  —  s~fps 

Mnom — «**" ■ 


rtlin   Zeig£f,  ATnairman 
ary   Grailaan,    Commissioner 


nda    Fleming,    Coaais£ioner 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to       Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  toM 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


8.2.13  Wyoming  State  Legislature,  Senator  Michael  B. 
Enzi 


Wyoming  State  Legislature 

111  Sum  £jMd  '  Cr»^™.  Wycnwg  wool  I  'Wm  XT  I  Tn-ru 


w 


July  IS,  1994 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Attn.'  Dr.  Robert  A.  Bennett 
P.OBmISM 
Cheyenne  WY  S2003-1S2* 


I  have  reviewed  tbc  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  of  the  Crestoe/Bbe  Gap  Natural  Get 
Project !  urge  you  (o  finaEze  and  approve  the  impact  statement  (or  the  lull  330  natural  gas  wefls. 
!  neve  been  through  that  area.  Natural  Gas  wefl*  curreafb/  exist  There  is  no  noticeable  impact, 
nor  have  I  heard  any  complaint*  from  residents  of  that  ares  of  the  stele.  In  fad,  I  hive  had 
comments  about  the  impact  that  would  be  caused  if  the  drulu^  and  developownt  activity  were  not 


Natural  gas  activity  it  an  important  pan  of  the  economy  "m  that  pan  of  the  state.  It  if  a  way  of  lie 
shared  by  all.  Nationally,  natural  gas  as  the  cleanest  form  of  energy  is  being  promoted-  Wyoming 
ic  wiBTng  to  do  it*  part  and  ti  even  econoovcaDy  dependent  on  minerals.  The  United  State*  wsl 
get  a  IDJaiBaBM  of  $2  aaTfion  doCart  t  year  for  25  years  from  Federal  Miners!  Royalties.  The  State 
of  Wyoming  will  get  an  equal  amount  of  Federal  Mineral  Royalties  and  S3  milEoa  a  year  aa 
production  taxes.  Those  cumbers,  however,  are  dwarfed  by  the  figures  for  increased  employment 
and  the  increased  use  of  local  goods  and  services. 

If  thus  draft  EIS  is  not  approved  there  wjH  be  the  further  impact  rfkrtjotauto  ahwh/ejdst  as 
development  opportunities  in  the  area  end.  While  there  is  proven  reclamation  of  the  land,  there  it 
do  proven  reclamation  of  keflet  who  have  lost  their  job*  and  busmexse*. 

I  have  observed  mineral  development  in  Wyoming  during  almost  all  of  my  life  0  <Sdn1  get  to 
move  to  Wyoming  until  I  was  (bur  year*  old).  Mineral  development  is  irnportant  to  a  lot  of 
people.  Mineral  development  it  essential  to  the  State  ^Wyoming,  The  people,  particularly  those 
developing  natural  gas,  do  a  very  responsible  job.  1^  VTce>-PreskJetf  of  tbe  UiAed  States 
emphasizes  natural  gas  devetopmeol.  Tm  sure  these  is  no  better  place  for  natural  gas  development 
tad  urge  you  to  adopt  the  EIS  for  the  maranura  cumber  of  wells. 


Smcertfy.  ^f 


MJohadB.  Eos 


82.14  James  D.  Murphree 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Attn:   Bob  Tigner 

P.O.  Box  670 

Rawlins,  Wyoming   82301 


Dear  Sir: 


July  1,  1994 


RE:   EIS 

Creston/Blue  Gap  Project 
Carbon  Co.,  Wyoninc, 


I  aa  a  petroleum  geologist  and  hava  earned  ay  livelihood  from 
the  oil  and  gas  industry  for  37  yearn.  During  this  tiisa  our 
society  has  become  increasingly  avara  of  the  importance  of 
preserving  our  environment.  I  applaud  this  change  and  realits  that 
the  earth  vill  be  a  better  place  for  future  generations  because  of 
the  initiatives  that  have  been  taken.  However,  I  believe  that  in 
some  areas  we  have  become  too  jealous.  A  case  in  point  is  the  EIS 
prepared  for  the  Creston/Blue  Cap  Natural  Cas  Project. 

This  project  ia  the  combined  effort  of  several  oil  and  gas 
companies  to  develop,  produce  and  transport  natural  gas  from  an 
area  of  Carbon  County,  Wyoming.  The  gas  in  this  area  is  found  in 
tight  sands  of  the  Hesavarde  formation.  Gas  is  found  to  be 
pervasive  in  this  area  but  the  quality  and  quantity  o(  sand 
reservoir  varies  making  the  commerciality  of  individual  wells  and 
the  overall  project  uncertain.  The  companies  involved  have  plans 
to  drill  a  number  of  wells,  the  cost  for  which  they  are  willing  to 
invest  up  to  300  million  dollars.  The  nation  needs  to  develop  its 
natural  gas  reserves,  the  preferred  energy  source  for  the  future, 
through  projects  of  this  type. 

The  BLH  and  its  bureaucratic  procedures  are  effectively 
strangling  this  projact  through  unnecessary  delays  and  over  zoalous 
concern  for  the  local  wildlife  population.  Energy  companion  have 
proven  that  wildlife  and  energy  development  can  coexist 
harmoniously.  Delays  and  onerous  requirements  by  the  BLH  could 
make  this  development  non-commercial  and  thereby  deprive  the  iregion 
of  the  economic  benefits  attendant  with  such  a  project. 

We  need  a  balance  in  our  concerns  for  the  animal  population 
with  our  concerns  for  the  human  population  that  derives  ite 
livelihood  from  energy  development.  A  development  such  aa  the 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Project  has  far  reaching  effects,  from  the  local 
economies  in  the  area  affected,  to  distant  cities  where  such 
projects  are  planned  and  directed. 

I  encourage  you  to  support  the  timely  acceptance  and  approval 
of  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  EIS  and  others  being  prepared  for  similar 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Pag*  Two 
July  1,  1994 


projects.  It  la  very  important  that  a  cooperative  spirit  is 
developed  between  private  industry  and  government  to  expedite  the 
EIS  process  and  sethodologies.  By  all  of  us  working  together,  we 
can  develop  energy  sources  for  our  nation,  improve  the  economies 
of  the  affected  areas  and  avoid  a  negative  impact  on  the 
environment. 

I  appreciate  your  consideration  of  these  comments. 

^Yo)irs  truly 


James  D.    Kurpnjjee 


8.2.15   Leroy  G.  Mossel 


LIROT  fl.  X038SL 

SE0LO3IST 

7«55  f.  Fairfax  Ct. 

Littleton,  00   00112 


July  5,    199« 


ajpjUj 
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ftm.m  [usurer 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Attn:     Bob  Tigner 
P.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins,   WY     82301 


Environmental  Impact  statement 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Xatural  Cao 
Project,  Carbon  county,  Wyoming 


I  am  a  petroleum  geologist  and  an  officer  and  director  of  an 
independent  oil  and  gas  company  headquartered  in  Denver,  Colorado. 

t  reviewed  the  referenced  EIS  in  it«,  greater  than  200  page, 
entirety  and  I  feel  that  the  important  issue  of  the  potential 
monetary  benefits  to  ths  economy  of  Wyoming  was  somewhat 
shortchanged.  In  addition  to  direct  monetary  infusion  to  Wyoming, 
additional  benefits  inure  to  numerous  other  areas,  including 
Denver,  In  the  form  of  salaries  and  benefits  to  employees  of  oil 
and  gas  companies  working  in  the  EIS  study  area. 

The  potential  number  of  wells  suggests  that  over  300  million 
dollars  could  be  spent  in  this  area  alone.  The  purpose  of  these 
expenditures  is  to  find,  develop,  produce  and  transport  natural  gas 
-  an  abundant,  inexpensive,  snvironmentally  favorable  energy 
source.  Delays  in  the  proposed  development  associated  with,  in  my 
opinion,  the  repetitious  and  redundant  "style"  of  EIS  drafting  and 
comments  can  rapidly  remove  the  "inexpensive"  tag  —  they  can  even 
make  it  uneconomic  to  proceed. 

My  Job  and  those  of  many  of  my  professional  colleagues  and 
associates  have  been  placed  in  jeopardy  over  the  past  several  years 
by  the  economic  conditions  prevailing  In  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 
Lengthy  approval  (or  disapproval)  processes  for  major  capital 
commitment  projects  like  Creston/Blue  Cap  adds  to  these  unfavorable 
economics.  The  potential  loss  of  additional  jobs  in  this  important 
domestic  industry  cannot  help  but  have  a  deleterious  effect  on  ail 
our  lives  including  state  and  local  tax  revenues,  schools  and  the 
general  economy. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA)  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be  assessed 
for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human  environment.  The 
BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents  include  sufficient  detail 
to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This  action  is  necessary  to 
alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if  successful,  would  delay 
project  implementation  by  a  minimum  of  2  years. 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Bob  Tigner 
July  5,  1994 
Page  Two 


I  encourage  you  to  support  the  timely  acceptance  and  approval 
of  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  EIS  and  similar  Environmental  Impact 
Statements  currently  being  prepared  in  Southwestern  Hyoming  and 
Northwestern  Colorado.  I  would  also  encourage  you  to  investigate 
and  consider  methodologies  to  expedite  the  EIS  process  for  all 
parties  concerned,  and  I  most  sincerely  encourage  you  not  to 
disregard  or  fail  to  consider  the  positive  economic  and  monetary 
benefits  to  the  "human  environment11  of  affected  areas. 


Yours  very  .truly 


Leroy  0.  Mossel 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human 
environment.  The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents 
include  sufficient  detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if 
successful,  would  delay  project  implementation  by  a 
minimum  of  2  years. 


I  strongly  encourage  you  to  support  the  immediate  acceptance 
of  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  EIS  as  wall  as  other  aluilar  projects  in 
the  Rocky  Mountain  Region.  Otherwise,  the  loss  of  nor*!  jobs  in  the 
vital  domestic  petroleum  industry  vill  cause  en  even  greater 
dependency  on  foreign  imports  and  vill  perpetuate  the  adverse 
effects  on  our  national  and  local  economies. 


Very  truly  yours 


DKH 
Enclosure 


David  K.  Wheeler 


82.16   David  M.  Wheeler 


July    6,    1994 

David  M.   Wheeler 
Exploration  Geologist 
500  Plateau  Parkway 
Golden,   Colorado  80403 

Bob  Tigner 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

P.O.  BOX  670 

Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301 

Re:  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Natural  Gas  Project,  Carbon  County,  Wyoming 

Dear  Kr.  Tigner, 

I  am  a  36-year-old  exploration  geologist  clinging  to  my  job 
with  an  independent  oil  and  gas  company  located  in  Denver, 
Colorado.  I  recently  reviewed  the  referenced  EIS  and  believe  that 
the  socioeconomic  Impacts  of  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  project  were  not 
adequately  addressed.  Although  the  potential  impacts  on  Carbon  and 
Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming  were  briefly  discussed,  no  mention  was 
made  regarding  the  employees  of  the  companies  proposing  the 
project. 

Am  you  are  no  doubt  aware,  the  U.S.  petroleum  industry  has 
suffered  unprecedented  losses  of  jobs  over  the  past  ten  years  as 
a  result  of  prevailing  governmental  policies  that  promote  foreign 
imports  and  overseas  exploration  over  domestic  operations.  Nearly 
all  of  the  major  oil  companies  have  moved  out  of  the  Rocky  Mountain 
Region,  leaving  development  of  the  petroleum  resources  in  this  area 
to  the  independents  (see  attached  article) .  Fortunately,  the  Rocky 
Mountain  Region  has  a  large  supply  of  clean-burning  natural  gas. 
However,  the  economics  of  developing  these  reserves  demand  close 
monitoring  of  all  costs.  Increased  costs  and  delays  caused  by 
EIS's  can  quickly  make  a  project  uneconomic. 

A  project  the  size  of  Creston/Blue  Gap  can  "make  or  break" 
most  independent  petroleum  companies.  The  company  I  work  for 
employs  approximately  60  people.  Our  jobs  are  threatened  every 
time  a  project  of  this  magnitude  is  canceled,  or  fails,  due  to  poor 
economics  caused  by  cost  overruns  and  delays. 

As  summarized  in  Table  2.6  of  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  EIS,  the 
Impact  of  the  proposed  action  is  expected  to  be  negligible  to 
moderate  for  every  environmental  resource.  Positive  impacts 
include  development  of  the  gas  reserves,  increased  tax  revenues 
and  stimulation  of  the  local  economy. 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human 
environment.  The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents 
include  sufficient  detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if 
successful,  would  delay  project  implementation  by  a 
minimum  of  2  years. 


The  CBQA  Is  not  pristine  and  uninhabited.  Thar*  ha*  been 
"European"  human  habitation  in  this  area  for  over  100  year* 
and  the  effort  to  reatrlct  access  and  energy  development 
through  excessive  information  gathering  and  regulation  It  not 
in  the  spirit  of  "Multiple  U»e"  or  in  the  best  interest  of 
those  who  make  a  living  from  public  lands. 

Unfortunately  the  pressure  from  a  few,  well  organized 
environmental  groups  has  seriously  effected  the  BLM'a 
response  to  anv  development  on  public  lands.  The  BLM  must 
take  a  mora  balanced  view  and  not  abandoned  reason  becauae  of 
the  few  who  apparently  want  MQ  US£  of  public  lands  other  than 
hiking  and  bird  watching. 

me  on  the  mailing  Mat  for  any  written  data 

this  or  other  EIS  publications  In  the  southwestern 

northwestern  Colorado  areas. 


truly, 


I  Please  put 

1  I  related  to 

I  Wyoming  or 


8»2.17  Jerry  C.  Simmons 


JERRY  C.SIMMONS 

ftCOISTCRCD  PROFE5S4MAL  CN»NC£K 

3980  WEST  134TH  PLACE 
BROOMRELD.  COLORADO  BO020 

303-469-7934 


July  7,  1994 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Attn:  Bob  Tign*r 
P.O.  Box  670 
Rawlins,  Wyoming 

Re:  Creston  Blue  Gap  Area 

CGBA  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Dear  Mr.  Tlgner, 

I  have  reviewed  the  draft  EIS  for  tha  COBA  and  find  that  the 
BLM  has  been  remiss  In  not  stating  the  POSITIVE  economic 
benefits  of  the  project  on  tha  Rocky  Mountain  Region.  I  am  a 
father,  grandfather,  conservationist,  and  hunter,  and  derive 
my  livelihood  from  the  energy  business.  This  332  well 
drilling  program  will  Infuse  approximately  132  million 
dollars  into  the  economy  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  Region.  At 
$40,000  per  year  of  Income,  this  translates  Into  3300 
"Man  Years"  of  salaries;  not  and  Insignificant  figure.  This 
economic  benefit  1s  definitely  important  enough  to  give  a 
balanced  review  1n  the  EIS  and  its  Impact  on  tha  "Human 
Population"  a*  compared  to  other  interest*. 

The  environmental  groups  that  the  BLM  must  deal  with 
apparently  think  that  stating  the  economic  benefits  of  a 
project  in  tha  EIS  la  "Negative".  It  aaems  the  BLM  should  be 
more  responsible  In  stating  the  positive  economic  Impact  of 
the  project  on  area  families,  schools,  and  the  tax  base. 
This  EIS  states  the  socioeconomic  benefits  of  past  energy 
projects  but  says  little  or  nothing  about  the  economics  of 
this  particular  project. 

Thla  EIS  review  process  has  been  inexplicably  slow  and  has 

already  delayed  this  project  for  over  a  year.  The  style  of 

tha  EIS  1a  redundant  and  auperfluous  and  appears  it  1s 

a  "make  work"  project  for  contractors  to  tha  BLM  to  charge  as 

much  as  possible  for  their  work.   This  document  should  be 

more  direct,  less  redundant  and  less  costly.  The  delay  and 

expense  of  the  BLM  portion  of  this  project  may  make 

development  of  the  gas  reserves  in  this  area  uneconomic. 

This  excessive  delay  1s  tantamount  to  refusal  and  has 

had  a  tremendous  negative  economic  Impact  on  a  project  which 

Is  already  marginally  economic. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human  environment. 
The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents  include  sufficient 
detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This  action  is  necessary 
to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if  successful,  would  delay 
project  implementation  by  a  minimum  of  2  years. 

Comment:  1  -  The  BLM  will  add  your  name  to  its  mailing  list. 
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8.2.18  Alan  C.  Ambler 


ALAN  C.  AMBLER 

Fetrotain  Consultant 

2240  Cnerryvine  Rd. 

Uttletoii,  CO  $0,21 

(303)788-0474 


Jury  7, 1994 

Mr.  Robert  Tigner 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.  0  Box  670 
Rawlins,  WY  82301 

Re;       Creston/Blae  Gap  Natural  Gas  Froject,  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  Cartoon 
and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 


[  have  received  and  thoroughly  read  a  copy  of  the  May  1994  Drift  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (DEIS)  for  the  captioned  gas  development  project  io  Wyoming. 

As  an  individual  who  has  an  interest  in  a  number  of  the  wells  and  leases  in  tHi  area,  and  u  i 
petroleum  engineer  and  consultant  who  has  been  involved  in  the  drilling,  development  and 
production  from  this  area  fix  the  past  18  years,  I  am  strongly  in  favor  of  the  proposed 
deveJopment  activity  by  Snyder  03  Corporation  and  the  other  participating  companieS- 

It  has  been  my  experience  from  working  in  the  area  the  past  18  yean,  that  there  b  plenty  of  room 
fix  multi-use  purposes  on  the  pubtic  lands  by  all  interested  parties  even  with  the  full  scale  drilling 
and  development  program  as  presented  in  the  DEIS.  Certainly  the  economic  benefits  of  the 
proposed  development  to  the  local,  state  and  regional  residents,  and  to  the  federal  and  state 
governments  from  royalty  and  tax  revenues  are  highly  significant 

I  am  quite  familiar  with  the  oQ  and  gas  companies  who  operate  in  this  area,  and  I  believe  these 
operators  have  been  and  wiU  continue  to  be  most  cooperative  in  complying  with  the  applicable 
federal,  state  fend  local  environmental  laws  and  regulations,  and  are  anxious  to  minimize  the 
envtronrnental  impact  of  oil  and  gas  activity  in  this  area. 

It  is  hoped  that  the  current  envtronrnental  study  wiB  involve  mirnimura  delay  to  the  operators  who 
have  proposed  ongoing  development  and  infill  drilling  activity  within  the  area  in  1994  and  beyond. 

Sincerely, 


.^£"^L^ 


cc:  Bureau  of  Lind  Management 
Attention:  Robert  A.  Bennett 
P  0  Box  1828 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82003-1828 

The  Honorable  Malcolm  Wallop 
United  States  Senator 
237  RmseD  Senate  Building 
Washington,  D  C.  205 10 

The  Honorable  Alan  K.  Simpson 
United  States  Senator 
SD  261  Orison  Senate  Office  Building 
Washington,  D.  C.  20510 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  toj 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


D 


8.2.19   John  F.  Couch 
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July  7,  lt»4 

Burocu  of  Land  Managaaent 
Attention!  Bob  Tigner 
P.O.  Box  (70 
Eawllna,  CyOElng  (2301 

Bob  i 

I  aa  writing  to  express  ay  support  for  tha  proposed  Creston/Bluo  Sap 
Hntural  Sas  Project  in  southwestern  Carbon  and  southeastern  Sweetwater 
Counties,  approximately  35  alias  southeast  of  Kavllne,  rooming.  I  an 
employed  In  tha  doaestio  snergy  Industry,  which  has  bean  devastated  by 
tha  loas  of  over  500,000  jobs  In  the  past  deoada,  and  which  desperately 
needs  the  development  aotlvity  generated  by  this  projeot  in  order  to 
survive  aa  a  viable  employment  sector  In  this  country. 

The  Creston/Blue  Sap  natural  saa  Project  la  looated  In  u.  extremely  arid 
area,  vhere  tha  aajor  agricultural  endeavor  la  Halted  neatly  to  livestock 

I  rasing.  Thla  area  has  suffered  significant  eoonoaio  problems  (declines 
n  both  population  and  peraonal  income  and  rising  unemployment)  over  the 
paat  10-15  years  due  to  a  aluap  in  tha  dotaeatio  energy  industry,  and  vould 
enjoy  aajor  eoonoaio  benefits  froa  thla  proposed  projeot* 

The  drilling  and  development  of  200  to  130  natural  gaa  wells.  In  addition 
to  tha  pipelines,  roada,  and  ancillary  facilities  required,  la  expected  to 
have  a  negligible  impact  on  aineral  resources,  water  resources,  wetlands, 
vegetation,  transportation,  and  livestock  graslng.  Moderate  iapacta  to 
air  quality,  noils,  noise,  wildlife,  recreation,  and  visual  resources  are 
expeoted  during  drilling  and  construction  activities,  but  are  expected  to 
have  a  negligible  lapaot  on  the  area  after  raclaaatlon  has  been  ooapleted. 

The  lengthy  period  of  tine  required  to  prepare  this  Environmental  Japact 
Statement  (BIS)  has  already  essentially  delayed  Boat  of  the  drilling 
aotlvity  in  thia  area  until  Spring  1»95,  thereby  slgnifioantly  impacting 
the  lives  of  nany  faaillea  in  thla  (and  other)  areas,  inoluding  ay  own. 

Since  the  long-term  Impact  to  the  character  of  the  area  Is  expected  to  be 
negligible,  the  benefits  of  this  project  seem  to  clearly  outweigh  any 
reasons  for  delaying  development  of  this  project  any  further.   State  and 
local  governments  would  enjoy  tax  revenues  of  approximately  073  million 
In  the  first  25  years  of  this  projeot,  and  federal  royalties  would  amount 
to  approximately  MB  Billion  over  this  same  time  period.   In  addition,  all 
0.8.  citisens  would  benefit  froa  a  lessened  dependence  on  foreign  energy 
sources,  and  tha  increased  use  of  an  environmentally  friendly  fuel  source, 
natural  gaa.   I  would  like  to  encourage  you  to  support  this  projeot,  and 
plead  with  you  to  do  everything  possible  to  speed  up  the  approval  process. 


755  l.   J«r»«y 

Danvar,    Colorado   60224 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human 
environment.  The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents 
include  sufficient  detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if 
successful,  would  delay  project  implementation  by  a 
minimum  of  2  years. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human  environment. 
The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents  include  sufficient 
detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This  action  is  necessary 
to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if  successful,  would  delay 
project  implementation  by  a  minimum  of  2  years. 


8220   Lavelle  M.  Robert 
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July    7,     19 9 4 

Bureau  of  Land  Managaaent 
Attention i  Bob  Tigner 

P.O.  BOX  670 

Rawlins,  Wyoming  12301 

Bob  i 

X  an  writing  to  express  ay  support  for  tba  proposed  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Hatural  Gas  Projeot  in  southwestern  Carbon  and  southeastern  Sweetwater 
Counties,  approximately  35  alias  southwest  of  Sowlins,  Wyoming.   Z  am 
employed  In  the  domestic  energy  industry,  which  has  been  devastated  by 
the  loss  of  over  500,000  jobs  In  the  past  deoade,  and  which  desperately 
needs  the  development  activity  generated  by  this  project  in  order  to 
survive  as  a  viable  employment  sector  in  this  country. 

The  Creston/Blne  Gap  statural  Gas  Project  Is  located  in  an  extremely  arid 
area,  where  the  major  agricultural  endeavor  is  limited  mostly  to  livestock 

f  rating.   This  area  has  suffered  significant  economic  probleas  (declines 
n  both  population  and  personal  inooae  and  rising  unemployment)  over  the 
past  10-15  years  due  to  a  slump  in  the  domestic  eneray  Industry,  and  would 
enjoy  major  eoonoalo  benefits  froa  this  proposed  project. 

The  drilling  and  development  of  200  to  330  natural  gas  wells,  in  addition 
to  the  pipelines,  roads,  and  ancillary  facilities  required,  is  expected  to 
bava  a  negligible  impact  on  mineral  resources,  water  resources,  wetlands, 
r#gatatlon,  transportation,  and  livestook  graslng.  Moderate  impacts  to 
ia.it  quality,  soils,  noise,  wildlife,  recreation,  and  visual  resouroee  are 
expected  during  drilling  and  construction  activities,  but  are  expected  to 
have  a  negligible  impact  on  the  area  after  reclamation  has  been  completed. 

The  lengthy  period  of  time  required  to  prepare  this  Environmental  Xmpaot 
Statement  (BIB)  has  already  essentially  delayed  most  of  the  drilling 
activity  in  this  area  until  Spring  1995,  thereby  significantly  impacting 
the  lives  of  many  families  In  this  (and  other)  areas.  Including  ay  own. 

since  tha  long-term  impact  to  the  character  of  the  area  is  expected  to  be 
negligible,  the  benefits  of  this  projeot  seea  to  clearly  outweigh  any 
reasons  for  delaying  development  of  this  projeot  any  further,   state  and 
local  governments  would  enjoy  tax  revenues  of  approximately  $73  million 
In  the  first  25  years  of  this  projeot,  and  federal  royalties  would  amount 
to  approximately  $48  million  over  this  same  time  period,  tn  addition,  all 
D.0.  oitisens  would  benefit  froa  a  lessened  dependence  on  foreign  energy 
sources,  and  the  Increased  use  of  an  environmentally  friendly  fuel  source, 
natural  gas.   X  would  like  to  encourage  you  to  support  this  projeot,  and 
plead  with  you  to  do  everything  possible  to  speed  up  the  approval  process. 

Cordially, 

Lavelle  M.  Robert 

50ft  B.  Kerning  Glory  Place 

Highlands  Ranch,  Colorado  80126 
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8.2.21   Anchor  Drilling  Fluids  USA,  Inc. 


July   11,    199« 
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Anchor 

Drilling  Fluids  USA,  Inc. 


2901  WilcreMDmn 

Houston  T«.a*  77042-6010 
W    (713)769-1422 
Fa*  (713)799-1704 


Bureau    of    Land    Manageraent 
Attention  Kr.    Bob  Tigner 
P.    0.    Box   670 
Rawlins,    Wyoming    82301 

Ret  Draft-Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creston  Blue  Gap  Natural  Gae  Project 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater   Counties,    Wyoming 


The  oil  and  gee  industry  and  particularly  the  service  companies 
have  suffered  through  numerous  cutbacks  in  drilling  due  to  low  oil 
and  gas   prioes   and  government   restrictions   on  land  use. 

The  proposed  332  wall  drilling  project  will  bring  some  132  million 
dollars  into  the  economy  and  have  a  significant  impact  on  the  local 
region  and  an  expanding  impact  on  the  State  of  Wyoming.  With  the 
specter  of  a  recession  staring  the  State,  if  not  the  Nation,  in  the 
face  the  dollar   impact   is  very  meaningful. 

In  the  mud  business  9  drilling  rigs  equate  to  3-5  jobs  for  drilling 
engineers  with  a  salary  range  of  $45  to  $52,000  each  per  year 
including  benefits.  Warehousing  and  trucking  of  products  frosi 
Casper,  Bvanston  and  Granger,  Wyoming  involves  additional  personnel 
and  will  have  a  significant  impact  on  food  service,  service 
stations,  automotive  and  truck  sales  and  repairs,  hotels  and  on 
their  people   and  companies   servicing  those   industries. 

The  government  should  understand  that  tha  beneficial  impact  on 
people  and  industry  outweigh  minimal  to  moderate  impact  to  birds 
and  wildlife.  The  comment  that  depletion  of  gas  and  condensate 
reserves  in  the  Hesaverde  Group  will  have  a  significant  and 
permanent  impact  on  minerals  appears  to  overlook  the  fact  that  oil 
and   gas    in  the   ground  is  no  benefit  to  mankind. 

I  recommend  this  project  be  approved  with  all  due  haste  and  that 
efforts  be  made  to  assure  some  moderate  operation  takes  place 
between  November  15  and  Xpril  15.  Generating  services  and  industry 
to  work  six  months  of  the  year  is  a  very  costly  manner  of  doing 
business.      Examine  the  impact  it  would  have  on  your  own  operation. 

Sincerely, 

ANCBORxTOILLING   FLBIDS    fJSA,    IBC. 


^Beek 
Sales   Manager 
Denver 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


8.2.22   Martin  E.  Knauss 


Martin  E.  Knauss 

221  Jade 

Rock  Springs,  WY  82901 


July  13,  1994 


Dear  Mr.  Tigner, 


I  wish  to  comment  on  the  Draft  *Creaton/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas 
Project  --  Environmental  Impact  Statement*  prepared  for  the  Great 
Divide  Resource  Area,  Rawlins  District,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
in  Rawlins,  Wyoming.  This  BIS  should  be  approved  so  that  our 
natural  resources,  namely  natural  gas,  can  be  developed  and 
value-added  to  our  economy.  The  tax  and  Indirect  income  generated 
by  such  a  project  is  beneficial  and  necessary  to  maintain  a 
desirable  standard  of  living.  The  long  delay  in  completing  this 
BIS  has  kept  our  communities  and  country  from  benefiting  from 
this  project. 

The  impact  to  the  environment  will  be  minimal  while  the  impact  to 
our  economy,  livelihood,  and  viability  of  many  of  our  communities 
in  southwest  Wyoming  will  be  substantial.  Though  it  was  not 
discussed  in  the  BIS,  this  project  as  well  as  others  in  our  area 
greatly  impact  our  jobs  and  communities. 

Streamlining  and  reducing  the  burden  placed  in  preparing  these 
detailed  studies  should  be  foremost  in  the  minds  of  our 
lawmakers.  The  delays  created  take  a  human  toll  far  greater  than 
any  toll  extracted  from  the  environment. 

Thank  you  for  your  time. 


Very  truly  yours, 
Martin  E.  Knauss 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to, 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be' 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human  environment. 
The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents  include  sufficient 
detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This  action  is  necessary 
to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if  successful,  would  delay 
project  implementation  by  a  minimum  of  2  years. 

Comment:  1  -  Socioeconomic  impacts  resulting  from  the 
proposed  project  are  presented  in  Section  4.4. 


82.23   David  T.  Greene 


July  12,  1994 


Bob  Tigner,  PhD 
Rawlins  District  Office 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.  0.  BOX  670 
Rawlins,  Wyoming  62301 


re:  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (Draft) 


Dear  Dr.  Tigner, 

I  have  read  the  subject  EIS  and  strongly  encourage  you  to 
support  the  ongoing  projects  to  develop  natural  gas  resources  in 
the  Creston/Blue  Gap  area.  Ihe  negative  environmental  impacts  are 
shown  in  the  EIS  tote  minimal,  and  methods  to  mitigate  them  are  in 
place  and  well  understood.  The  socioeconomic  benefits  to  the  local 
residents  and  cormunities,  as  well  as  the  local  counties,  the  State 
of  Wyoming,  Ihe  Rocky  Mountain  region,  and  the  nation  as  a  whole, 
are  shown  to  be  uniformly  beneficial  and  vastly  out  weigh  the  short 
term  disturbances  that  accompany  development  and  construction. 

As  you  know,  and  as  mentioned  on  page  1-1  of  the  DEIS, 
previous  development  in  the  CBSA  has  been  extensive  and  includes 
several  active  natural  gas  fields.  Still  the  area  is  scenic  and 
provides  habitat  for  numerous  plants  and  animals,  none  of  which  are 
damaged  or  threatened  by  past,  or  planned  activities.  This  is 
proof  that  natural  gas  development  activities  can,  and  routinely 
do,  coexist  with  multiple  use  goals  and  stringent  environmental 
criteria. 

As  you  are  also  aware  Carbon  County,  and  Wyoming  in  general, 
have  experienced  serious  economic  problems  since  1981,  with  losses 
in  employment,  population,  and  personal  income  (DEIS  pg.  3-49)  .  On 
page  2-8  of  the  DEIS,  Table  2-2  shows  that  the  proposed  projects 
will  result  in  an  estimated  792  man-years  of  employment,  and  pages 
4-32  through  4-35  cite  beneficial  impacts  on  local  employment  and 
economies  that  will  be  beneficial  at  the  community,  county,  and 
state  levels,  and  will  total  in  excess  of  two  hundred  million 
dollars  over  the  estimated  25  year  life  of  the  project.  Quoting 
from  page  4-35  of  the  CBGA  DEIS,  "If  the  proposed  project  were  not 
to  be  undertaken,  natural  gas  and  oil  reserves  in  the  area  *xild 
not  be  developed,  and  the  state,  region,  and  local  communities 
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would  not  benefit  frcm  increased  activity  and  income.   Many  of 
these  conrnLinities  would  remain  in  a  state  of  economic  depression." 

I  am  a  long  time  resident  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  region.  I 
have  lived  in  Wyoming  on  two  different  occasions  for  several  years. 
I  am  a  conservationist.  I  am  a  worker  in  the  oil  and  gas  industry. 
My  family's  wsllbetng--economic,  physical,  and  spiritual --depend  on 
continued  sensible  use  and  development  of  ftnerica's  natural 
resources.  I  thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  my  ideas,  and  for 
your  efforts  to  ensure  the  land  that  we  depend  on  remains  healthy 
and  productive  for  our  children  and  theirs. 

Yours  truly, 

David  T.  Greene 

923  So.  Milwaukee  Way 

Denver,  Colorado  80209 


8.2.24   Steve  F.  Adams 


Ik  June   199*! 


BID 

Attm     Bob  Tlgner 

Box  670 

Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301 

SUBJECTi   Croston  Blu«  Gap  EIS 

I  would  like  to  support  the  proposed  oil/gas  drilling 
program  for  the  Crestoiy'Blue  gap  area. 

I  The  area  of  no  construction  between  Nov  15  and  fprll  15  because 
of  wintering  wildlife  is  flawed.  Arbitrary  stipulations  of  no 
construction  are  punitive  and  not  Justified. 

21  I  would  also  reouest  that  a  weed  controll  program  be  implemented 
I  with  construction. 

I  would  support  the  proposed  drilling  program  of  332  wells  and 
request  that  APO  *g  be  processed  in  a  timely  manner. 


Box  177 

Baggs,  Wyo  82321 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


Comment:  1  -  The  BLM  believes  that  existing  lease 
stipulations  designed  to  protect  wintering  wildlife  and  other 
resources  are  appropriate  and  critical  to  the  management  of 
lands  for  multiple  resources. 

Comment:  2  -  SOCO  and  the  other  area  operators  would  be 
responsible  for  the  implementation  of  a  noxious  weed  control 
program  (see  Section  5.1.3.9). 
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8.2.25   Dennis  Criswell  Trucking 


Dcn*Ii  CrIsweII  TnuckiNq 


•»<i<;i.  Vf«i>lMi  (2121 


7-15-94 

Bureso   of   Land  Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins,   WY.     82X)1 
Attn:   Bob  Tigner 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern! 


In  reference  to  your  CCIS  pursuant   to  40  CfR  1500-1508,   Creaton/ 
Blue  Cap  Natural  Gas  Project    In  Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties. 

t.)  We  are  a  small   Trucking  Company   and  99X  of  Our  work   is   in  the 
Oil  *  Gas  fields.     We  employee  five  drivers  and  one  OfTice  worker. 
All  of  who*  are   local  and  have  families  of  family  here.     The  CBCA 
would  provide  enough  work  to  keep  then  sll  employees.  B. )  The 
Community  or  the  Little  Snake  River  Valley  depende  mostly  on  the 
Oil  a  Cas  fields.     Host  either  work   in  the  field  of  for  someone 
who  does.     All  the  locel  Cas  Stations,  Restaurants,  Motels  a 
Grocery  Stores  benifit  from  the  money  generated  by  the  Oil  *  Cas 
fields.     C.)  Our  school  will  benfltffooa  the  tax  atonies  for  the 
sale  of  the  Oil  e  Cas,  and  everyone  knows  the  cost  of  education 
our  Children  Is  getting  higher  sll   the  claw. 

2.)  The  delay  in  the  CIS  has  mede  it  hard  at  tUes  to  keep  our 
employees  working. 

In  conclusion  the  CBGA  Project    Is  very   laportent   and  would  be 
benficial  for  the  people   in  the  Little  Snake  River  Valley. 


mis  Crfswell 
Dennis  Criswell   Trucking 
L.S.R.V.  Resident 


8226   Cyclone  Drilling  Inc. 


CYCLONE  DRILLING  INC. 


July   14,    1994 


To  Whom   It  May  Concern: 

After   reviewing   your  EIS  of    the   CrtaEOh  Blue   Cap  Rttural   Gas   Projact,    I 
would    auggeat   you   reconsider   what   effects   it  might   have   on   tha   work 
force   and  cootrsctori  In  Wyoming.     It  alao  will  have  a  large   Impact  on 
tha   revenues   that  art  returned  to  the  State  of  Wyoming.     In  addition, 
consider  the  people   la  tha  Industry  who  will  be  unemployed  from 
Kovamber   15  through  April   15th.     Host  certainly  these  people  will  b-t 
supported   by   etate  unemployment. 

Also.   I  believe   the  Impact  on  wildlife   Is  not   that   great  during  thin 
period  or   through  out   the  year.     After  the  drilling  is  completed  thn 
Impact    la  minimal.      To  shut   down  thing!    for  five  monthe  would  be 
Off-base. 

I   really  believe  you     should  take  a  good   look  et  your  EIS  and  make 
some   serious   changes.     Please  consider  the  human  and  state  impact  and 
not  only  the   impact  on  wildlife. 

Sincerely, 

CYCLOHE  DRILLING,    INC. 


Ed  C.   Krenere 

Drilling  Superintendent 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human 
environment.  The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents 
include  sufficient  detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This 
action  is  necessary  to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if 
successful,  would  delay  project  implementation  by  a 
minimum  of  2  years. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  The  BLM 
believes  that  existing  lease  stipulations  designed  to  protect 
wintering  wildlife  and  other  resources  are  appropriate  and 
critical  to  the  management  of  lands  for  multiple  resources. 
Socioeconomic  impacts  resulting  from  the  proposed  project  are 
presented  in  Section  4.4. 
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8.2.27   Powder  River  Drilling  Fluids 
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8*2.28   Dunbar  Well  Service,  Inc. 


July  13,  1994 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Attn:  BobTigner 
P.  0.  Box  670 
Rawlins,  WY  82301 


Re:  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 


Gentlemen: 


Dunbar  Well  Service,  Inc.,  an  oilwell  service  contractor  operating  throughout  Wyoming, 
wishes  to  present  the  following  comments  regarding  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS) 
which  has  been  prepared  for  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project 

Dunbar  Well  Service  presently  operates  42  well  service  units  within  the  State  of 
Wyoming.  Our  company  has  approximately  160  employees  with  nine  yards  throughout  the  state. 
At  the  present  time,  we  have  yards  at  Baggs,  Rock  springs  and  Big  Piney  which  have  been  located 
to  service  oil  and  gas  wdls  in  south-western  Wyoming. 

Our  primary  concern  is  the  dday  in  development  activity  which  has  been  created  by  the 
length  of  time  required  to  develop  the  EIS  and  the  subsequent  requirement  that  drilling  activity 
will  not  be  allowed  during  the  winter  months.  This  delay  in  the  EIS  preparation  will  probably 
delay  drilling  activity  until  late  Spring  1 995.  It  is  difficult  to  understand  why  an  EIS  was  required 
when  the  area  under  consideration  has  been  actively  operated  for  oil  and  gas  development  in 
excess  of  30  years.  The  proposal  by  Snyder  Oil  Company,  etal,  is  merely  to  drill  between  existing 
wells  and  in  effect  does  not  increase  the  area!  size  of  the  present  gas  field. 

It  is  also  a  mystery  to  our  company  why  the  BLM  will  not  allow  drilling  during  the  winter 
months.  It  would  appear  that  frozen  ground  would  be  much  less  succeptable  to  damage  from 
drilling  operation  than  to  drilling  activity  during  late  spring  when  the  ground  may  be  wet  and 
during  summer  months  when  the  ground  may  be  dry  and  dusty.  We  also  find  it  difficult  to 
understand  why  drilling  operations  will  have  an  effect  on  wintering  wildlife.  In  Campbell  County, 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  The  BLM 
believes  that  existing  lease  stipulations  designed  to  protect 
wintering  wildlife  and  other  resources  are  appropriate  and 
critical  to  the  management  of  lands  for  multiple  resources. 


1 
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there  are  herds  of  antelope  and  deer  which  reside  permanently  on  the  large,  open  pit  coal  mines. 
The  animals  are  subject  to  loud,  sharp  noises  caused  by  explosive  charges  and  warning  sirens. 
The  mines  contain  large  portable  drillings  rigs,  100-car  unit  trains  and  large  haul  trucks.  The 
mines  operate  24  hours  per  day,  however,  the  animals  prefer  to  remain  in  contact  with  the  nearby 
operating  machines.  The  noise  levels  and  sudden  changes  in  noise  levels  are  much  greater  than 
created  by  drilling  rigs.  For  the  above  reasons,  it  is  very  difficult  to  understand  why  the  BLM 
limits  the  time  when  drilling  activity  can  occur  in  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Gas  Are*. 

It  should  be  noted  that  a  large  portion  of  the  CBGA  lies  west  and  north  of  crucial  winter/ 
year  long  antelope  range.  The  question  should  be  asked,  "Why  is  drilling  development  not 
allowed  during  the  winter  months  in  the  areas  outside  of  the  crucial  WSL?" 

The  EIS  states  on  page  V  of  the  executive  summary  lists,  final  paragraph,  the  benefits  to 
state  and  federal  royalties.  Very  little  information  is  given  throughout  the  EIS  regarding  the 
positive  aspects  this  project  will  have  for  the  local  population  and  the  increase  in  tax  base  which 
this  project  will  create.  This  project  will  be  a  substantia!  benefit  to  the  local  human  population 
through  continued  infrastructure  development  and  job  opportunities  in  an  area  which  has  lacked 
development  to  date. 

Dunbar  Well  Service  and  its  employees  support  the  development  of  the  Creston/Bhie  Gap 
Natural  Gas  Project  Our  hope  is  that  the  project  will  be  allowed  to  begin  during  1994  instead  of 
being  delayed  until  1995. 

Very  truly  yours, 


l^!Jl^- 


ph  R_  Dunbar 
President 


Dr.  Robert  A.  Bennett 
Honorable  Malcolm  Wallop 
Honorable  Alan  K.  Simpson 
Honorable  Craig  Thomas 
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Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  While  in  some  instances,  construction  and 
drilling  activities  on  crucial  winter  ranges  during  critical 
winter  periods  may  not  adversely  affect  wintering  big  game, 
the  existing  leases  held  by  SOCO  and  the  other  area  operators 
include  stipulations  that  preclude  construction  and  drilling 
activities  in  these  areas  at  these  times.  Further  IDT  analyses 
may  indicate  that  during  some  years  and  in  some  areas, 
construction  and/or  drilling  during  the  winter  months  could 
occur  with  concurrence  from  the  WGFD.  Construction  and 
drilling  activities  during  critical  winter  periods  outside  of 
crucial  winter  ranges  would  not  be  denied  to  protect 
wintering  big  game  species. 


8229  Gwenda  Herold 


Gwenda  Herold 
P.O.   Box   115 
Baggs,   WY.      B2J21 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins,   WY.     82301 
Attn:   Bob  Tignar 

To  Whom  It  Hay  Concern: 

I   an  writting  in  reference   to  your  DEIS  pursuant   to  *0  CFR   1500-1508, 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project.      lA  Cecbon  County   and  Sweetwater 
County . 

I've  lived  in  the  Snake  River  Valley   all   *y   life  and  have  seen  many 
changes.      Through  the  Oil  Field  Booa  in  the  Early  80's  to   the  present 
has  been  a  Major  change   in  the  community.     Ranching  and  agriculture 
were  the  basic   lively-hood  before.     Now  the  biggest   share  of   faailies 
are  aoaehow  en  vol  wed  in  the  Oil  &  Gas  fields,  this  is  how  we  make 
our  living. 

Betwsan  the  Drillers,  Roughnecks,  Consulages,   Company  Hen,   Roustabluts 
Construction  Companies,   Trucking  Companies,   Pumpers,  Office  Workers, 
Gas  Stations,   Grocery  Stores,  Welding  Services,   Our  School,   Restaurants, 
Ranchers  and  as  well   as  your  own  BLH  are   somehow  involved   in  the 
Drilling  Program  and  receive  benifits  from  it. 

1.)   1  believe  the  CBGA  is  a  good  project:   a.)  My  job  is  with  a  Trucking 
Coopany   that  works  with  the  Oil  &  Gas  Companies,   b.)   The   revenue   froa 
the  salt  of  the  oil  &  gas  helps  in  our  school,   c.)    The  eoney   generated 
froa  the  Oil  4  Gas  field  helps  our  coomunity. 

2.)  The  lengthy  preparation  tine  of  the  EIS  has  delayed  sone  of  hte 
drilling  that  would  help  our  revenue  for  our  school,  which  we  are  in 
reed  of. 

3.)  As  far  as   the  ispact   on  the  wildlife   and  the  habitat,    1  don't   feel 
it   has  heridered  the*.      1   a*  a  hunter  and  do  alot   of   recreation  on  the 
land  that   is  under   this   Istpact   as  well   as   land  that   has   already  been 
drilled  4  reclaiaed. 

In  conclusion  I  aa  in  favor  of  this  C8GA  Project  and  feel  it  ia  very 
important   to  our  eoaiwjnity   and  way  of   life. 


Sincerely! 

Gwenda   Herold 
(L.S.R.V.   Resident) 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  toj 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


8.230   Stephen  Wollmer 


JUL  I  8  RECD 


July  i0.  199* 

Stephen  WoUmer 

250  Mississippi  Street 

San  Francisco.  CA  94107 


Area  Manager 

Great  Divide  Resource  Area 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  670 

Rawlins.  VY  82301 


..RANGE 

.ADMIN 
_ff 


Dear  Sir, 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  for  commenting  on  this  project.     I  look   forward  to 
your  response  to  the  points  I  have  raised. 


Sincerely  yours, 
Stephen  Wollaer 
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General  Comments 

While  proposed  mitigations  for  individual  actions  or  disturbances  generally 
sees    adequate,  oPm  these  mitigations  are  later  qualified  with  permissive  language 
vhich  potentially  undermines  tbelr  effectiveness.     More  seriously,  there  is  a 
conspicuous  lack  at  effective  aitigation  for  the  cuaulatlve  changes  this  and  other 
projects  have  brought  to  the  area.    There  are  also  some  questions  about 
methodology,  definitions,  and  standards  needing  clarificatioQ. 

Waivers  and  exemptions  from  stipulated  mitigations 

Section  2.1.5  page  2-21  paragraph  1.     'These  alligation  measures  and  design 
features  say  be  waived  when  deemed  appropriate  by  the  BLM  Authorized  Officer  if 
a  thorough  analysis  determines  that  the  resource  for  which  the  measure  waa 
developed  would  not  be  Impacted."  This  indicates  that  a  written,  reasoned 
document  will  be  produced  to  Justify  waiving  any  standard  mitigation.     Will  thin 
analysis  include  Input  and  recommendations  from  the  IDT  (Inter-Disciplinary  Team), 
and  will  It  be  available  for  public  review? 

Public  review  is  optional  under  Section  5.1  page  5-2  paragraph  2.   "Public 
review  of  lease  stipulation  Modification,  waiver,  or  exception  nay  be  granted  when 
deemed  appropriate  by  the  Authorized  Officer"  Please  describe  the  circumstances 
under  which  public  review  of  modification,  waiver,  or  exception  to  lease 
stipulations  would  no*  be  appropriate.    As  public  comment  periods  could  run 
concurrently  with  IDT  team  evaluation,  a  pubhc  comment  period  should  not  unduly 
burden  contractors.     If  time  does  not  permit  public  review,  at  least  the  analysis 
produced  under  Section  2.1.5  page  2-21  should  be  posted  as  a  form  of  public 
notice,  as  these  exceptions  alter  mitigations  designed  to  protect  the  public  lands 
and  modify  a  document  which  has  incorporated  public  input. 

Overall  Impact  on  landscape  from  proposed  action 

Given  the  area's  many  sensitive  environ  stents,  highly  variable  topography 
and  numerous  ephemeral  drainages  it  seems  Improbable  that  wells  will  neatly  lie 
adjacent  to  existing  roads  or  along  straight  paths  such  as  depicted  In  Map  2.1. 
page  2-3,  yet  aD  further  analysis  is  based  on  what  appears  to  be  this  best  case 
assumption  of  well  location.     The  estimate  of  40  total  miles  of  new  roads  (0.16  miles 
per  location.  Section  1.0  page  1,  paragraph  4)  produced  by  the  methodology 
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Identify  the  factors  and  criteria  that  will  determine  where  and  when  well 
siting  and  road  and  pipeline  route  selection  falls  under  the  'where  possible'  and 
'where  feasible'  categories  cited  in  the  Section  2.1.2,1  page  2-6,  and  where  and 
wben  the  more  restrictive  language  of  Section  4.6.2  page  4-39  paragraph  1  would 
apply. 

Use  of  durational  drflfiog  as  mitigation 

Section  1.3.  fourth  bulletted  Item  page  1-9,  hating  requirements  of  BLM 
Onshore  Order  No.  1.    Reconcile  the  absolute  requirement  that  *aD  activities  most 
conform  with  current  available  technology  and  practice,"  with  the  permlsslva 
phrasing  of  Section  2.1.1  page  2-1  paragraph  3,  "To  minimize  the  extent  of  ground 
disturbance  and  maximlte  resource  recovery,  directional  drilling  may  be  used  In 
certain  areas  (e.g.,  steep  slopes,  crucial  winter  range)  such  that  that  multiple  wells 
would  be  completed  at  a  single  location,  where  economically  feasible.*    Changes  In 
drEQlng  technology  have  made  avoidance  of  these  and  other  sensitive  areas 
possible  In  many  If  not  most  cases,  and  Onshore  Order  No.  1  appears  to  make  the 
use  of  this  technology  part  of  the  lease  terms;  therefore,  why  Is  directional 
drilling  not  a  standard  mitigation? 

Road  closure,  signing,  and  maintenance  criteria  need  clarification  and  consistency. 

Section  5.1.2.1  page  5-3.     "...BLM  win  Dot  foster  the  proliferation  of  separate 
ROW*  or  perpetuate  duplicate  road  systems  on  public  lands."  This  welcome 
statement  that  the  maze  of  roads  In  the  area  win  not  be  made  worse  by  the 
project  Is  halfway  towards  reducing  the  cumulative  Impact  of  development.  A 
further  step  would  be  requiring  a  mile  for  m&e  reclamation  of  un-needed  roads  In 
partial  compensation  for  the  roads  that  do  prove  necessary  for  the  project. 

To  minimize  long  term  Impact  on  the  area,  both  during  Hf  e  of  the  project,  as 
well  as  Into  the  future  the  Bureau  should  specify  the  purpose  any  road  remaining 
open  wul  be  used  for  and  Identify  the  responsible  party  for  continuing 
maintenance  and/or  reclamation  at  a  future  date. 

Project-wide  mitigation  measure  number  5,  Section  2.L5  page  2-23,  states; 
"Roads  not  required  for  routine  operation  and  maintenance  of  producing  weSs  and 
ancillary  facilities  would  be  permanently  blocked,  recontoured,  reclaimed  and 
revegetated,  as  would  disturbed  areas  associated  with  permanently  plugged  and 
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described  in  Section  2.1.2.1  page  2-6  paragraph  3  seems  improbably  low 
considering  that  Section  2.1.2.1  page  2-6  paragraph  1  anticipates  the  necessity  of 
relocating  veils,  roads  and  pipelines  to  avoid  steep  slopes,  sensitive  soils,  cultural 
resources,  raptor  nests,  wetlands,  contour  furrowings,  and  vaterspreader  dikes. 
Why  has  this  likely  Increase  In  roads  caused  not  been  factored  Into  estimates  of 
disturbance  from  roads  and  pipelines? 

Estimates  of  pre-existing  road  alignment  and  density. 

Table  2.1  page  2-2,  and  Map  2.1  page  2-3.  Describe  the  methodology  used  to 
map  existing  roads.     The  figure  for  existing  roads  cited  In  Table  2.1  results  in  a 
road  density  (1.65  mi/mi2  or  1.1  km/km2)  which  seems  low  for  this  area.  Map  2.1 
appears  to  be  based  on  1:100,000  topographic  maps,  which  typically  map  only 
selected  roads.    This  area  has  been  settled  for  over  a  hundred  years,  as  a  result 
there  are  many  unmapped  roads  In  the  area,  that  must,  nevertheless,  be 
considered  as  part  of  the  cumulative  Impact  from  development.     Errors  or  omissions 
Included  in  the  estimate  of  existing  road  density  lead  to  underestimating  the 
cumulative  Impact  of  development  on  many  of  the  resources.     While  the  new  roads 
proposed  for  this  project  cited  In  Table  2.1,  (40  miles)  may  be  a  minor  addition, 
cumulative  Impact  analysis  must  consider  the  impact  on  the  effected  environments 
from  aH  roads.  This  requires  a  new  estimate  of  the  area's  roads  be  made  either 
through  field  surveys  or  air  photo  Interpretation. 

Qualifying  statements  and  conflict  with  cumulative  Impact  on  visual  resources. 

Section  2.1.2.1  page  2-6  paragraph  1.     'Site-specific  surveys  would  be 
conducted  prior  to  disturbance,  and  roads  would  be  designed  and  sited  to 
ensure...."  This  section  then  proceeds  to  describe  many  of  the  considerations  for 
road-siting  decisions,  but  much  of  the  language  Is  extremely  permissive.     Define 
'where  possible'  and  'where  feasible'  as  used  In  this  paragraph. 

Reconcile  the  above  permissive  standard  with  the  later  unqualified  statement 
In  Section  4.6.2  page  4-39  paragraph  1,  which  describes  mitigation  for  the 
cumulative  impacts  of  proposed  action  on  visual  resources,  "well  locations,  roads, 
pipelines,  and  other  linear  intrusions  would  be  located  and  designed  to  blend  with 
topographic  features,  thereby  reducing  the  visual  contrast  between  these 
structures  and  the  natural  elements  of  the  surrounding  landscape." 
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abandoned  wells.',  dearly  promising  removal  of  all  roads  after  the  project  Is  over. 
However,  Section  2.1.2.1  page  2-6  paragraph  1  appears  to  require  no  Justification 
for  allowing  disturhaace  caused  by  this  project  to  remain,     "Roads  would  be  closed 
and  reclaimed  by  CBGA  operators  wben  they  are  no  longer  required  for  the 
project,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  BLM,  private  landowner,  or  other 
authorizing  agency".    Later,  Section  2.1.4  page  2-21  paragraph  1  introduces  other, 
undefined,  uses  as  criteria  for  leaving  roads  In  place,  "Upon  project  completion,  all 
remaining  disturbed  areas,  except  roads  designated  to  remain  for  other  purposes, 
would  be  reclaimed.*     The  tranaportatioo.  plan  (Section  5.1.2.1  paragraph  2)  gives 
what  seen  to  be  clearest  criteria  for  allowing  project  roads  to  remain: 
"Additionally,  aD  roads  on  public  lands  not  required  for  project  operation  and 
maintenance  or  existing  area  activities  would  be  recontoured,  reseeded,  and 
permanently  blocked,  where  possible."  Please  clarify  the  confusion  caused  by  these 
conflicting  statements  by  clearly  stating  the  criteria  for  allowing  roads  to  remain 
open,  and  the  procedures  for  applying  them. 

Leaving  a  road  In  place  should  require  a  maintenance/reclamation  agreement 
from  someone.    As  part  of  road  closure  procedures,  please  Incorporate  a  section 
addressing  responsibility  for  ongoing  maintenance  e.g..  If  the  road  Is  designated  to 
remain  open  for  rancher  access  there  win  be  a  maintenance  agreement  appended  to 
the  grazing  permit.  If  the  road  Is  to  remain  open  for  hunter  access,  Wyoming  Game 
and  Pish  will  assume  maintenance  responsibility,  or  If  the  Bureau  designates  the 
road  to  facilitate  public  access,  a  maintenance  commitment  wul  be  made  by  the 
Bureau. 

Road  signing  is  mentioned  in  a  number  of  sections,  leaving  a  confusing 
Impression  of  when  and  where  roads  wffl  be  signed.  Section  2.1.2.1  page  2-10 
paragraph  1.     "Signs  would  be  placed  along  roads  as  directed  by  the  BLM  to 
Identify  speed  limits,  travel  restrictions,  and  other  standard  traffic  control 
Information."    In  two  summers  of  field  work  In  the  Washakie  Basin,  I  do  not 
remember  any  traffic  signing  such  as  described  In  this  paragraph.     Please 
describe  the  criteria  that  win  be  used  for  signing.  Later  in  Section  2.1.4  page  2-21 
paragraph  I.,  "Reclaimed  roads  would  be  signed  as  directed  by  the  BLM  to 
decrease  off -road  travel  In  these  area."  State  criteria  for  road-closure  signing, 
and  In  particular,  describe  what,  if  any,  education/enforcement  action  Is 
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Q      I  anticipated  during  hunting  season,  when  the  pressure  on  newly  reclaimed  roads  Is 
COfltl  likely  to  be  great  est. 


DriUpad  and  pipeline  land  dealing  and  construction. 

Section  2.1  2.2  page  2-10  paragraph  3,  and  Section  2.1.2.6  page  2-17 
paragraph  2.     These  criteria  for  site  clearing  and  pipeline  construction  seen  to  b* 
dear  and  veil  thought  out,  and  a  welcome  advance  in  environmental  awareness.     I 
anticipate  that  operators  will  stress  to  their  sub-contractors  the  Importance  of 
mini  airing  disturbance  caused  by  construction.  However,  there  are  questions  in 
regards  to  pipeline  right  of  way  width  and  alignment- 
Section  2.L2.6  page  2-17  paragraph  1.     "A&  newly  constructed  pipelines 
would  be  located  to  ilrM"  surface  disturbance  and  svnrlwlz*  construction  and 
gas  transport  effidency.    The  maximum  width  of  pipeline  ROWa  and  disturbance 
areas  would  be  50  ft"     Describe  how  apparent  conflicts  between  the  proposed 
"fcaximize{dj  construction  and  gas  transport  efficiency'  that  appears  to  encourage 
a  direct  point  to  point  connection  wlD  be  resolved  with  the  standard  set  out  in 
Section  4.6.2  page  4-38  'well  locationi,  roads,  pipelines,  and  other  linear  intrusions 
would  be  located  and  designed  to  blend  with  topographic  features,  thereby 
reducing  the  visual  contrast  between  theBe  structures  and  the  natural  elements  of 
the  surrounding  landscape.".  The  standard  of  "i&scdmize[d]  construction  and  gas 
transport  efficiency"  also  conflicts  with  numerous  qualified  promises  to  avoid 
oensttlve  areas  "where  possible"  and  'where  feasible".  Clearly  state  if  "iiaxl*ize{d] 
coofltruction  and  gas  transport  efficiency"  will  be  the  controlling  factor  in  these 
dedfikma. 

Section  21-2.1  page  2-6  paragraph  3  notes  that  "Disturbance  width  for 
roads  may  Increase  In  areas  of  rugged  topography  due  to  cuts  and  fills  necessary 
to  construct  roads  on  slopes."  Will  this  be  the  case  for  pipeline  construction  right 
of  ways  as  weu,  or  win  these  be  Halted  to  a  maximum  50  feet  width  In  aD  areas  as 
Section  21-2.6  page  2-17  paragraph  1  Indicates? 


Netting  of  reserve  pits 

Section  2.1.2.3  page  2-12  paragraph  I.     "The  reserve  pit  would  be  fenced  to 
101  protect  wfldhfe.     Netting  (1  inch  mesh),  to  protect  waterfowl  and  other  birds  .    . 
|  .    would  be  used  on  all  reserve  pits  as  deemed  appropriate  by  the  BLH."  Why  are 
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one  or  more  of  the  above  categories,  and  therefore  the  mitigation  proposed  by  this 
sub-section  (use  of  10  to  25*  introduced/adapted  species)  should  be  considered  as 
a  probable  Impact  on  affected  resources  (particularly  vegetation,  but  also  sous, 
wildlife,  visual  and  possibly  others),  and  therefore  should  assessed  as  such. 

(h)  "areas  where  introduced  species  were  present  prior  to  disturbance*  I 
assume  this  Is  referring  to  the  large  areas  of  range  Improvements  developed 
during  the  fifties  and  sixties  by  the  BLH,  and  not  the  equally  large  areas  of 
weeds  and  other  exotics.    Why  are  there  do  location  maps  of  range  Improvements 
or  estimates  of  their  extent?  The  potential  lEpact  of  this  sub-section  would  be 
clear  with  the  addition  of  a  map  of  range  Improvement  seeding!  In  the  project 

Standard  Mitigation  10.  Section  2X5  page  2-24.     "Vegetation  and  sou" 
removal  would  be  accomplished  In  a  manner  that  would  minimize  erosion  and 
sedimentation."  This  statement  could  mean  almost  anything,  it  would  be  more 
appropriate  to  present  more  explicit  requirements  as  done  above  In  Mitigation  9, 
o.g.  minimize  pad  levelling,  pipeline  construction  utilizing  scalping  rather  than 
dosing  up  root  sass,  and  reserving  topsail  in  stabilized  storage  In  all  areas.  As 
written  this  Is  more  a  goal  than  an  effective  mitigation  for  disturbance. 

Standard  Mitigation  11.  Section  2.1.6  page  2-24.  "Ground  disturbance  In 
areas  with  spreader-dike  or  contour  furrow  systems  would  be  avoided,  where 
possible.*  This  mitigation  needs  to  address  the  serious  potential  for  increased 
sedimentation  resulting  from  sheet  and  channel  erosion  from  the  easily  mobilized 
sediments  trapped  by  these  structures,  and  not  Just  promise  restoration  to  pre- 
disturbance  condition. 

Affected  environments 

General  Comment:  This  section  suffers  from  the  failure  to  overlay  the  points 
(drillpads)  and  lines  (pipelines  and  roads)  of  the  proposed  action  with  affected 
environments  shown  on  maps.     While  the  project  boundary  la  shown,  there  are  no 
overlays  of  roads,  wells  and  pipelines  with  mapped  topography  and  physiology, 
geology,  soils,  paleontology  areas,  wetlands.    We  are  asked  to  assess  the  Impact 
frots  the  proposed  actioa  oa  the  affected  environment  without  being  given  the 
tools  needed  to  examine  the  spatial  context. 
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pit  nets  optional  again?    I  understood  from  discussions  In  1992  that  nets  would  be 
required  on  aD  pits  in  Great  Divide.     Section  21.5  page  2-25.  project-wide 
standard  mitigation  number  20  requires  fencing  and  netting  for  potential  hazards 
to  wildlife.    Describe  how  an  un-netted  reserve  pit  presents  do  potential  hazard  to 
wildlife  and  state  what  criteria  determine  the  need  for  netting. 


Standard  ntitigations 

Standard  Mitigation  8.  Section  21.5  page  2-23  -  2-24.      Define  "plants  of 
*fl  "|  I  equal  value".    This  seems  excessively  vague  and  Is  not  clarified  in  later  sub- 


Sub-section  a.     "Native  cool  season  grass,  forb,  and  shrub  seeds  would  be 
utilized..."  As  almost  all  range  site  descriptions  In  the  project  area  include  a 
mixture  of  grasses,  "orbs  and  shrubs  this  Is  appropriate  litigation  for  disturbance 
If  the  "mixture  approved  by  the  landowoer/BLM*  truly  does  Include  a  mixture, 
and  not  the  usual  half  Western  Wheatgrass  and  half  Thlcksplke  Vheatgrass  mix 
used  on  other  reclamation  projects  In  the  area.     In  the  past,  pleadings  of 
contractors  about  the  poor  availability  and  high  cost  of  diverse  seed  mixtures  have 
resulted  In  adauhistrative  fc*-tearance.  As  the  requirement  for  a  diverse  seed- 
mixture  is  now  a  standard  mitigation,  are  contractors  agreeing  to  seed  and  re- 
establish the  diverse  vegetation  they  have  disturbed  even  within  the 
aveilabfllty/cost  structure  existing  today? 

Sub-section  f,  g,  and  h.     This  appears  to  be  a  reasonable  approach  to 
protecting  soQ  and  water  resources  by  allowing  increasing  proportions  of 
introduced/adapted  species  if  special  drcuis  stances  indicate  either  demonstrated 
failure,  likely  failure,  or  pre-existing  Introduced  vegetation.    There  la,  however,  a 
lack  of  specifics  that  Is  somewhat  disturbing. 

(f)  "after  all  attempts  at  vegetation  reestablishment  with  native  species  are 
unsuccessful'  While  this  appears  reasonable,  better  definition  would  reduce  the 
likelihood  of  contractors  throwing  up  their  hands  after  one  unsuccessful  attempt  in 
a  dry  year,  and  pleading  for  use  of    introduced/adapted  species. 

(g)  "sous  having  high  clay  or  sDt  content  or  having  high  salinity  or 
alkalinity.'  I  would  assume  this  refers  to  specific  field  estimates  based  on  hand 
tests  for  texture  and  pre-existing  vegetation  as  indicators  of  salinity  or  alkalinity. 
It  must  be  pointed  out  that  much,  if  not  most  of  project  area  would  likely  fall  Into 
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Sous  as  an  affected  environment 

Section  3.1.4  pages  3-12  -  3-15.    Please  describe  the  methodology  that  has 
been  used  to  generate  the  estimates  in  the  text  and  for  Map  3.5,  page  3-14.    The 
text  estimates  appear  to  be  drawn  from  soil  survey  tables  covering  the  entire 
survey  area.  Was  any  attempt  been  made  to  assess  the  occurrence  of  these 
sensitive  soils  In  the  project  area  using  the  available  digital  soQ  map  polygons  In 
the  BLM's  GTS  system?  Map  3.5  contains  a  mixture  of  what  appear  to  be  soQ.  map 
polygons  (dunal  soils  and  badlands)  and  a  blocky  representation  depicting  high 
density  of  alkaline  soils.  Why  are  these  areas  mapped  as  rectangles?  This  suspect 
areal  extent/shape  for  such  an  important  feature  renders  the  map  useless  and 
misleading. 

Section  3.1.4  pages  3-12  paragraph  1.    Are  the  15X  of  the  CBGA  with  bo 
sous  data  cited  In  this  section  the  same  15S  as  noted  In  Section  3.23.1  page  3-22. 
paragraph  2,  "Range  site  and  vegetation  data  are  not  available  for  approximately 
15%  of  the  CBGA,  predominantly  from  drainage,  flo&dplaln,  badland,  escarpment  and 
steep  terrain  areas."?     IT  so.  these  unmapped  areas  should  be  also  considered 
potentially  sensitive  areas,  based  on  the  above  description. 

Surface  water  as  an  affected  environment. 

Section  3.1.5.1  page  3-15  paragraph  7.    Please  describe  the  methodology 
used  to  arrive  at  the  figure  of  19  ponds.  Impoundments,  and  reservoirs  In  the 
project  area.     As  the  entire  project  area  Is  grazed  by  cattle  this  figure  seems  low; 
I  even  one  small  watershed  (little  Bobbers  Gulch)  has  seven  leaervolrs/stockponds. 
Section  3.1.5.1  page  3-16  paragraph  1  neglects  to  mention  that  there  is  an 
Introduced  trout  fishery  In  little  Robbers  Reservoir.     Paragraph  6  cites  TDS  In  the 
Little  Snake  River  at  Olxoo,  which  should  be  noted  Is  above  the  confluence  with 
Muddy  Creek. 


Vegetation  as  an  affected  environment 

I  Section  3.2.1.1  page  3-22     Discussion  of  erosion  coatrol/range  Improvement 
projects  should  be  accompanied  by  a  map  and  an  estimate  of  area  within  project 
boundaries. 
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Environmental  consequences  and  mitigation  measures 

Section  4.0  page  4-2  paragraph  1,  and  elsewhere  In  this  section.    Please 
Justify  using  im.  of  disturbance  to  assesses  the  lapact  linear  features  (roads  and 
pipelines}  have  on  the  affected  resources.     Certainly  the  affected  environment 
impacted  by  flneu   features  is  many  tlaes  larger  than  the  affected  area  cauaed  by 
areal  features  such  as  drfllpAds.     Lumping  of  these  two  classes  of  features  Into 
one  'Acreage  Disturbed*  doss  and  then  dividing  by  the  entire  project  area  to 
determine  1!  Disturbed*  Is  Intellectually  dishonest,  as  it  assumes  that  ' disturbance* 
frost  both  classes  of  features  Is  equal,  which  It  clearly  is  not.  Because     linear 
features  account  far  half  the  disturbance  area,  stony  of  the  Impacts  which  are 
assessed  as  negligible  because  of  the  small  area  occupied  by  the  proposed  action 
■ay  actually  be  stoderate  or  even  significant.     The  addition  of  on  estimate  of 
feature  perimeter  of  features  resulting  from  proposed  action  and  alternates  to 
acreage  and  percentage  disturbed  would  add  valuable  Information  about  potential 
Impacts  of  development  on  affected  resources. 


Topography  /Physiography 

Section  4.1.2.1  page  4-4.     This  section  bases  Ha  lapact  assessment  on  a 
standard  that  holds  on  Impact  is  significant  if  "disturbance  permanently  affects 
prominent  londforas  or  surface  drainage  patterns."  The  primary  means  used  for 
assessment  la  the  'Acreage  Disturbed'  lumps  Hnear  features  together  with  areal 
feature*  to  estimate  the  iapacta  on  both  Hnear  (drainages)  and  areal  (proednent 
kndforms)  features  that  mate  up  the  Topography /Physiography  resource.     Because 
of  the  smalt  proportion  of  area  occupied  by  the  proposed  action  the  Impact  la 
assessed  as  negligible  ('little  effect  or  no  effect  to  the  existing  environment  and 
cannot  be  easfjy  detected.*),  for  the  Hfe  of  the  project.  This  points  out  the 
problem  with  using  area!  measures  to  assess  linear  features'  impact  on  resources. 
For  example,  a  one  mile  long  55  foot  wide  road  occupies  approximately  IX  of  a 
square  mile,  but  may  cross  any  number  of  ephemeral  drainages,  and  traverse 
sensitive  areas  of  various  types.  Assessing  the  lapact  from  a  one  afle  road  should 
differ  froa  assessing  the  impact  froa  two  drfllpada  which  occupy  about  the  some 
acreage,  but  affect  a  lesser  area.     Use  of  'Acreage  Disturbed*  to  assess  lapact 
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that  cumulative  Impacts  wQl  be  negligible,  and  no  atanlpulatioa  of  the  percentage  of 
disturbance  will  restore  a  washed  out  road  or  a  headcutting  stream  with  vertical 
banks  and  no  vegetation,  or  give  reasonable  assurance  that  there  will  not  be 
continued  deterioration  of  the  area,  that  win  come  only  from  enforcing  various 
stipulations,  particularly  those  for  monitoring,  maintenance  of  structures  and 
remediation- 
Geologic  Hazards 

Section  4.1.4.2.  page  4-T.  The  assessment  of  the  lapact  of  development  on 
Geologic  Hazards  as  negligible  hinges  on  the  repeated  qualifying  statement  'where 
possible'  In  paragraph  2.     Percentage  of  disturbance  notwithstanding,  as 
information  about  the  conjunction  of  geologic  hazards  and  proposed  development  la 
presented  on  two  separate  maps,  one  must  assume  that  somewhere  In  the  overlay 
of  the  regular  pattern  of  proposed  actions  presented  on  Maps  2-1  and  2-2  and  the 
Irregular  pattern  of  Geologic  Hazards  presented  on  Hap  3.4  page  3-10  there  U  the 
potential  for  significant  Impacts.    Please  confirm  that  'where  possible'  as  used  here 
Includes  re-routing  and/or  the  use  of  directional  drilling  to  avoid  drilling  In  these 
areas. 

Sofia 

Section  4.L6    pages  4-10  -  4-U.  There  are  numerous  aethods  used  to 
estimate  sofi  loss  under  natural  and  developed  conditions,  most  at  them  utilizing 
the  same  information  that  is  In  this  section.     Par  instance  see  Stregner's  Muddy 
Creek  watershed  plan  for  a  revfew  of  methods  and  estimates  of  annual  loss 
expected  In  the  area,  or  ay  study  Effects  of  multiple  use  on  nrinsplaah  erosion 
and  runoff  |fl  seniarid  BBsmaslBd  *«"  estimates  of  expected  change  with 
development  In  aedlBent  production  and  runoff  froa  a  single  large  storm. 

This  section  assesses  probable  Impact  from  the  proposed  action  for  most 
areas  as  moderate  both  during  construction  and  for  the  life  of  project,  however 
the  potential  for  significant  impact*  froa  construction  on  sensitive  soils  Is  Ignored. 
While  the  avoidance  of,  and  the  need  for  special  attention  in  these  areas  during 
construction  and  reclamation  la  noted,  their  potential  for  greatly  Increased 
sediment  production  and  possible  breeching  BRRP  stipulations  and  standards  la  not 
stressed.  By  far  the  best  mitigation  for  Increased  erosion  la  avoiding  sensitive 
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J  Incorrectly  equates  the  two  classes  of  disturbance  in  their  Impact  on  the  affected 
resources. 

In  Section  4.1.2.1  there  la  no  assurance  that  road  and  pipeline  alignment  will 
pot  result  In  "a  degree  of  change  that  is  easy  to  detect.".     The  potential  lapact  of 
hnear  features  on  the  visual  resource  element  of  topography  is  acknowledged  In 
Section  4.6.2  page  4-39,  which  states  "well  locations,  roads,  pipelines,  and  other 
linear  Intrusions  would  be  located  and  designed  to  blend  with  topographic 
features,  thereby  reducing  the  visual  contrast  between  the  structures  and  the 
natural  elements  of  the  surrounding  landscape.".    However,  this  standard  Is  later 
qualified  In  section  5.1.3.2  page  5-4,     "Site  selection  to  avoid,  where  possible,  steep 
slopes,  rugged  topography,  and  perennial  and  ephemeraiyintermittent  drainages  and 
to  mjnamfJW  the  area  disturbed  la  the  mitigation  measure  for  reducing  Iapacta  to 
topography."  The  qualifying  statement,  'where  possible'  needs  to  be  defined,  as  it 
is  key  to  assessing  the  lapact  on  the  both  the  visual  and 
topography/physiography  resource. 

Ultimately  the  lapact  on  the  Topogriu^/Physiography  resource  for  LOP 
relies  on  the  effectiveness  of  standard  mitigations  and  best  practicea  to  prevent 
washed  out  roads  and/or  new  gullies  downslope  froa  surface  altering  features 
such  as  roads,  pipelines  and  drfflpads.  The  assessment  of  no  permanent  change 
assume*  that  any  such  changes  that  do  occur  win  be  restored.     The  difficulty  of 
restoring  a  gully  In  this  environment  should  not  be  underestimated;  it  la 
inadequate  to  dismiss  potentially  significant  permanent  alterations  to  this  resource 
with  the  statement  "Because  all  facilities  would  eventually  be  reclaimed,  there 
would  be  no  permanent  Iapacta." 

Tstth  careful  planning  Impacts  to  Topography/Physiography  over  the  ttfe  of 
project  and  permanently  may  be  negligible,  but  Judging  from  the  current  state  of 
the  area  it  seems  more  likely  fh»t  the  impacts  from  the  project  wQl  be  moderate 
("result  In  a  degree  of  change  that  la  easy  to  detect.")  in  at  least  soae  areas. 
This  conclusion  supported  by  conditiona  throughout  the  project  area  where  the 
participants  in  the  CBGA  currently  operate.    The  area  has  numerous  washed  out 
roads,  roads  with  insufficiently  spaced  and  crushed  culverts,  and  fluvial  symptoms 
including  headcutting,  vertical  banks,  and  lack  of  proper  riparian  vegetation.     Aa 
there  has  been  little  success  In  remedying  the  current  problems  resulting  froa 
previously  permitted  actions  for  these  same  operator*,  H.  seems  overly  optimistic 
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IsoflB.  but  this  la  subject  to  the  qualifying  statement  'where  possible'.  Please  state 
whether  'where  possible*  includes  alternative  routing  of  linear  features  and/or  the 
use  of  directional  drilling  to  avoid  sensitive  soils. 


Noise  and  Odor 

Section  4.1.8.2  pages  4-14  4-15.     Use  of  the  diluting  mechanlsas  of  wind  and 
area  does  not  make  the  Impact  on  odor  negligible.    Negligible  Impact  is  defined  In 
Section  4.0  page  4-1  paragraph  4,  as  Impacts  ore  classified  as  negligible  cause 
little  effect  or  no  effect  to  the  existing  environment  and  cannot  be  easily 
detected."     Thia  definition  may  apply  to  the  'average'  deterioration  In  ah-  quality, 
which  would  be  amenable  to  dilution,  but  also  posits  a  single  observer  at  a  single 
observation  point.    I  would  be  very  surprised  that  a  blindfolded  observer 
positioned  downwind  froa  a  production  pad  would  describe  the  cumulative  effect  of 
gas  field  development  as  negligible.  Given  the  density  of  development  shown  on 
Haps  2.1  and  2.2,  one  would  be  bard  pressed  to  not  be  downwind  froa  ft 
production  pad  alaost  anywhere  In  the  project  area  after  all  wells  ore  drilled  and 
producing.    The  lapact  on  odor  froa  the  proposed  action  clearly  aeets  the 
definition  of  aoderate  Iapacta  (Section  4.0,  page  4-1  paragraph  4)  "Moderata 
Impacts  do  not  meet  the  criteria  to  be  classified  as  significant,  but  nevertheless 
result  In  a  degree  of  change  that  Is  easy  to  detect." 
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Vegetation 

Section  4,2.1-2  page  4-15  -  4-17.  The  assessment  of  the  Impact  of  the 
proposed  action  on  vegetation  aa  negligible  requires  that  application  of  mitigation 
measures  be  strictly  enforced.    This  success  of  these  measures  hinges  on  the 
contractors  being  wflHng  to  aeed,  and  if  necessary  reseed  with  an  'appropriate 
locally  adapted  aeed  mixture'  that  will  re-create  the  hated  vegetation  types,  and 
not  be  afforded  the  less  expensive  and  quicker  alternative  of  seeding  to  a  one  or 
two  species  grass  mixture,  or  be  permitted  to  push  for  premature  inclusion  of  non- 
native  species.     Even  so,  it  will  be  very  unlikely  that  any.  reclamation  effort  on  a 
linear  feature  will  meet  the  "not  be  easily  detected"  criteria  for  negligible  within 
the  life  of  project  (30-40  years).    On  the  other  hand  J±  should  be  possible  to 
reclaim  most  areal  features  (druTpada)  to  meet  the  "not  be  easily  detected"  criteria 
for  negligible  with  appropriate  attention  to  weed  control. 
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Visual  Resources 

Section  <  C.  1  pages  4-38  pftragmph  2.     Describe  the  methodology  to  be  used 
to  select  veil  Ic^doas  that  will  "prevent  any  one  well  location  or  combination  of 
locations  froa  dominating  a  particular  view*  of  a  casual  observer  when  veil 
spacing  Is  at  160-acre  In  Class  III  VRK  areas,  and  how  success  In  this  wSIl  be 
assessed.    Define  'consideration'  as  used  here,  and  how  ft  win  serve  to  'prevent* 
such  a  result, 

I  vigorously  disagree  vlth  the  reasoning  in  Section  4.6.2  page  4-38 
paragraph  3  that  states   "Because  few  people  use  these  areas,  and  development  In 
these  areas  is  consistent  with  the  RMP,  impacts  would  not  be  significant.' 
Significance  criteria  in  Section  4.6.12  hold  that  violations  to  VRH  objectives  would 
be  considered  significant  if  there  are  'dominant  visual  changes  In  Hne,  form  color, 
and/or  texture  in  VRM  Class  HI  areas  of  the  CBGA  as  viewed  by  a  casual 
observer'.     Casual  observer  Is  not  defined,  but  after  referring  to  Section  3.6 
pages  3-59  -  3-62  I  aust  assume  this  refers  to  the  people  who  see  only  the 
"foreground-  diddle  ground  zone,  which  includes  areas  seen  froa  highways  (e.g., 
State  Highway  789)  or  other  viewing  locations  that  are  less  than  S  ai  away*.  If 
this  is  the  case,  this  Indicates  potentially  significant  impacts  in  the  southern  part 
of  the  project  area  where  a  five  mile  buffer  of  Highway  789  brings  one  to  many 
vista  points  within  VRM  Class  HL     For  soae  reason  these  areas  are  classified  as 
on  Map  3-13  as  'Seldom  Seen*,  which  assumes  that  the  area  is  Dot  penetrated  by 
numerous  improved  roads,  which  Is  not  the  case.     This  is  a  prime  bunting  area 
and  there  are  numerous  hunting  camps  scattered  throughout  the  project  area 
areas  on  most  fall  weekends,  so  Its  Inclusion  in  'Seldom  Seen*  needs  to  be  further 
explained.        Proposed  mitigations  In  Section  4.S.2  page  4-39  paragraph  1,  depend 
for  their  effectiveness  on  careful  siting  of  well  'locations  and  routing  of  roads  and 
pipelines.  As  earlier  noted,  this  may  run  counter  to  the  standard  in  Section  2,1.2.6 
page  2-17  paragraph  I,  'AH  newly  constructed  pipelines  would  be  located  to 
minimize  surface  disturbance  and  murfmlw  construction  and  gas  transport 
efficiency,'     The  assessment  of  permanent  Impacts  to  visual  resources  as  negligible 
assumes  removal  of  most.  If  not  aD  roads  and  pads  froa  the  area.    Given  the  the 
I  confusing  road  closure  standards  noted  above,  and  the  historic  difficulty  of 


*)J*j   I  closing  roads  in  this  area  once  they  have  been  used  over  a  number  of  years.  Is 
COnt.1  not  this  assumption  a  trifle  optimistic? 


Mitigation  and  Monitoring 

Erosion  Control,  Restoration  and  Revegetation  Plans 

Section  5.1.2.4  page  5-4.     The  Hat  of  potential  species  on  Table  5.1  should 
allow  a  mixture  to  be  devised  for  most  areas  that  will  aeet  the  criteria  set  out  in 
Section  4.2.1.1  page  4-15  that  does  not  permit  "species  composition  and  diversity 
change  by  greater  than  50%,  five  years  after  revegetation,"  As  this  hst  appears  to 
contain  a  number  of  species  that  have  limited  commercial  markets,  please  Identify 
any  anticipated  problems  with  availability  or  high  cost  for  the  species  listed  on 
Table  5.1. 
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Section  5.1.3.6.    page  5-6.     The  list  of  areas  with  high  erosion  potential 
needs  to  Include  range  improvements  that  have  stored  easily  mobilized  sediment 
over  the  last  thirty  to  forty  years,  as  well  as  those  areas  described  In  Section 
3J.14  page  3-22  paragraph  2.  "Range  site  and  vegetation  data  are  not  available 
for  approximately  15X  of  the  CBGA,  predominantly  froa  drainage,  flnodplain, 
badland,  escarpment  and  steep  terrain  areas," 
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Vegetation 

Section  5.1.3.9  page  5-8.     This  section  is  generally  very  good.     In  paragraph 


please  define  "plants  of  equal  value". 
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Visual  Resources 

Section  5.1.3.16.     page  5-12,     Describe  the  methodology  to  be  used  to 
evaluate  potential  disturbance*  to  visual  resources.     Evaluation  of  this  appears  to 
require  either  topographic  modelling  (inter-visibility  studies)  in  the  planning  stage 
and  delegating  on-site  teem  members  travelling  to  vantage  points  to  assessing  the 
siting  and  routing  dedsiona.     The  methods  and  standards  to  be  used  need  to  be 
specified,  or  the  requirement  to  min.lmlT.fi  visual  impact  runs  the  risk  of  being  no 
more  than  a  checked  box  on  a  list  to  be  completed  at  an  on-site. 
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Monitoring 

Section  5-2  page  5-13  5-14.    As  this  project  Is  projected  to  last  30  -  40 
years  it  Is  Important  that  regular  aooitorlng  reports  froa  the  operators  for  all 
systems  be  reviewed  by  the  BLM.     As  the  operators  will  be  conducting  regularly 
scheduled  aonltoring  and  maintenance  of  erosion  control  structures  (5-2-3),  have  an 
ongoing  a  water  quality  program  (52.4),  regularly  report  on  reclamation  efforts 
(52.5),  perfora  ongoing  wildlife  monitoring  (5.2.6),  report  any  occurrence  of 
cultural  and  historic  resources  (5.2.7),  and  monitor  hazardous  aaterial*  and  solid 
waste  disposal(5.2.9),  the  routing  of  these  reports  within  the  Bureau  is  crucial, 
only  in  some  of  the  above  is  the  Interface  with  the  Bureau  spelled  out     Routing  of 
the  reports  to  appropriate  IDT  members  should  be  specified,  so  these  reports  are 
reviewed  and  acted  upon,  and  do  not  simply  gather  dust  In  a  company  file,  or  in 
the  minerals  section,  at  the  Bureau. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  Discipline-specific  BLM  personnel  would  be 
consulted  prior  to  waiving  any  proposed  mitigation  measure 
identified  in  this  EIS.  Public  and/or  agency  review  would  be 
granted  as  deemed  appropriate  by  the  Authorized  Officer. 

Comment:  2  -  Proposed  modifications  and  waivers  are 
analyzed  on  a  case-by-case  basis  according  to  site-specific 
conditions.  Situations  are  evaluated  during  interdisciplinary 
review  by  resource  specialists.  Modifications  or  waivers  must 
be  based  on  demonstration  through  environmental  analysis, 
Plans  of  Development,  Plans  of  Operation,  APD  and  ROW 
application  processing,  etc.,  that  the  adverse  effects  will  be 
mitigated.  Under  the  1987  Leasing  Reform  Act,  any 
modification  or  waiver  to  a  lease  stipulation  is  a  major 
occurrence,  has  to  be  approved  by  the  State  BLM  Office,  and 
has  to  be  posted  for  public  review  and/or  input  for  30  days. 
Exceptions  are  generally  not  considered  major  modifications 
and  are  not  required  to  be  posted  for  public  review.  The 
Authorized  Officer  would  determine  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
which  exceptions  would  be  handled  like  modifications  or 
waivers. 

Comment:  3  -  Most  of  the  proposed  roads  for  this  project 
would  be  resource  roads,  which  require  a  disturbance  width  of 
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approximately  40  ft.  However,  impact  analyses  in  this  EIS 
utilized  a  55  ft  disturbance  width  for  all  roads,  which  more 
than  compensates  for  the  minor  increases  in  road  lengths  that 
could  potentially  occur  during  project  development. 

Comment:  4  -  Existing  BLM,  county  highway,  and  oil  field 
maps  were  utilized  to  develop  existing  road  maps  for  the 
CBGA.  Field  reconnaissance  in  the  area  has  indicated  that 
most,  if  not  all  the  roads  (the  majority  being  two-track  roads) 
are  included.  In  addition,  all  existing  roads  on  the  area  were 
considered  to  have  a  60  ft  disturbance  area  width,  which  is 
considerably  wider  than  that  occurring  for  two-track  roads  on 
the  area. 

Comment:  5  -  All  proposed  well,  road,  and  pipeline  locations 
would  be  reviewed  by  appropriate  BLM  personnel  during 
APD  and  ROW  application  reviews.  In  certain  situations,  at 
specific  locations  where  multiple  resource  concerns  are 
present,  it  may  be  necessary  to  conduct  project  activities  in 
areas  that  would  otherwise  be  avoided  (e.g.,  pipeline  and 
road  crossings  of  Muddy  Creek).  In  all  instances,  an  IDT  of 
BLM  resource  specialists  would  review  the  proposed 
development  activity  and  either  approve,  with  appropriate 
mitigation  and/or  monitoring  measures,  or  deny  the  action. 

Comment:  6  -  Directional  drilling  on  the  CBGA  may  not  be 
economically  feasible  at  some  locations;  therefore,  its  use  as 
a  standard  mitigation  measure  would  be  inappropriate  and 
could  effectively  deny  the  lease-holders'  rights. 

Comment:  7  -  The  BLM  is  considering  the  closure  and 
reclamation  of  a  number  of  roads  on  the  CBGA.  Most,  if  not 
all  new  roads  constructed  on  public  lands  for  this  project  will 
be  reclaimed  upon  project  completion;  however,  in  some 
instances,  these  new  roads  may  better  serve  existing  area 
users  (e.g.,  grazing  permitees,  recreationists)  than  the 
existing  roads  in  the  area,  and  as  such  may  be  retained.  All 
roads  retained  on  public  lands  would  be  appropriately 
surfaced  and  maintained  by  the  BLM. 

Comment:  8  -  The  BLM,  with  assistance  from  the  public, 
SOCO,  and  other  area  operator  personnel,  would  determine 
when  and  where  signs  shall  be  required  along  newly 
constructed  roads.  Determinations  would  be  based  on  known 
road  usage  and  potential  road  hazards.  Signing  of  reclaimed 
roads  would  be  used  only  in  areas  where  excessive  vehicular 
traffic  along  the  reclaimed  road  is  noted  or  anticipated.  No 
further  enforcement  would  be  applied. 

Comment:  9  -  Pipelines  would  be  constructed  primarily 
within  and  adjacent  to  road  ROW  corridors,  and  it  is 
anticipated  that  in  no  instance  shall  the  disturbance  width 
required  for  pipelines  exceed  50  ft.  Impacts  to  sensitive 
environmental  resources  from  pipeline  disturbance  would  be 


minimized  by  rerouting  the  corridor  such  that  these  resources 
are  not  affected. 

Comment:  10  -  During  active  well  drilling,  reserve  pits  pose 
no  potential  threat  to  wildlife,  since  high  human  activity  levels 
at  the  well  occur  24  hours  a  day.  All  reserve  pits  would  be 
netted  if  left  at  a  well  for  more  than  15  days  after  cessation  of 
drilling  and  testing  activities. 

Comment:  1 1  -  Plants  of  equal  value  are  those  native  or 
introduced  species  that  have  similar  forage  value  and  growth 
form  to  plants  originally  growing  on  the  site. 

Comment:  12  -  SOCO  and  the  other  area  operators  would 
utilize  seed  mixtures  containing  native  cool  season  grass,  forb, 
and  shrub  species.  Further  information  on  the  species  to  be 
used  at  a  specific  location  would  be  presented  in  ERRPs. 

Comment:  13  -  The  BLM  will  determine  when  non-native 
species  may  be  added  to  the  seed  mix. 

Comment:  14  -  The  BLM  concurs,  and  impacts  were  assessed 
as  such. 

Comment:  15  -  The  BLM  believes  that  since  most  of  these 
range  improvement  sites  are  in  various  stages  of  transition 
back  to  native  vegetation  dominance,  and  that  these  areas 
would  be  avoided  where  possible,  quantitative  assessment  of 
their  location  and  extent  on  the  CBGA  is  unwarranted. 

Comment:  16  -  The  BLM  believes  the  impact  analyses  and 
mitigation  measures  as  presented  in  this  EIS  are  sufficient. 
Further  detail  on  site-specific  reclamation  measures  would  be 
included  in  ERRPs. 

Comment:  17  -  The  BLM  believes  that  the  maps  presented  in 
this  document  are  sufficient.  Further  detailed  maps  would  be 
presented  in  APDs  and  ROW  applications. 

Comment:  18  -  Unpublished  BLM  soils  map  data  were  used 
to  develop  Map  3.5,  and  to  quantify  the  extent  of  the  various 
soil  types  on  the  CBGA.  The  high  density  and  patchy  nature 
of  alkaline  soils  at  some  locations  on  the  CBGA  made  specific 
mapping  of  alkaline  soil  areas  unpractical;  therefore,  only  the 
sections  containing  high  densities  of  alkaline  soils  are  depicted 
on  the  map.  Further  site-specific  soils  data  would  be  provided 
in  APDs,  ROW  applications,  and  associated  ERRPs. 

Comment:  19  -  Yes,  these  are  the  same  areas.  Site-specific 
soils  and  vegetation  data  would  be  obtained  during  APD  and 
ROW  application  reviews,  and  sensitive  soil  areas  would  be 
avoided  where  possible. 
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Comment:  20  -  The  text  has  been  corrected  to  indicate  that 
numerous  impoundments  occur  on  the  CBGA  (see 
Section  3.1.5.1). 

Comment:  21  -  See  Comment  15,  above. 

Comment:  22  -  The  extent  of  disturbance  from  linear  features 
is  presented  in  Table  2.1.  The  BLM  believes  that  the 
methods  used  to  assess  impacts  to  natural  resources  as 
presented  in  this  EIS  are  adequate. 

Comment:  23  -  Both  the  extent  and  location  of  proposed 
project  activities  were  used  to  assess  project  impacts  to 
topography /physiography.  The  BLM  believes  that  the 
proposed  project  with  mitigation  measures  as  defined  in  this 
EIS  would  have  negligible  impacts  to  topography/ 
physiography. 

Comment:  24  -  See  Comments  5,  9,  and  24,  above.  All 
areas  disturbed  as  a  result  of  this  project  would  be  reclaimed 
to  BLM  specifications. 

Comment:  25  -  Since  the  exact  location  of  project  features 
has  not  presently  been  defined,  most  geologic  hazards  on  the 
CBGA  can  be  avoided  through  the  rerouting  and  resiting  of 
project  facilities.  Where  these  areas  must  be  impacted, 
appropriate  mitigations,  including  various  site  stabilization 
and  reclamation  techniques,  would  be  applied  such  that 
potential  project  impacts  would  occur  only  at  negligible 
levels. 

Comment:  26  -  Sensitive  soils  would  be  avoided,  where 
possible,  through  rerouting  and  resiting  project  facilities. 
Where  these  areas  must  be  impacted,  appropriate  mitigations, 
including  various  soil  stabilization  and  reclamation  techniques 
would  be  applied.  Further  detail  on  mitigations  would  be 
contained  in  ERRPs. 

Comment:  27  -  The  BLM  believes  that  impacts  from  odor 
caused  by  the  proposed  project  would  be  negligible. 

Comment:  28  -  The  BLM  believes  that  impacts  to  vegetation 
from  proposed  project  activities  would  be  negligible  with  the 
application  of  mitigation  measures. 

Comment:  29  -  See  Section  5.1.3.16. 

Comment:  30  -  Existing  visual  resources  on  the  CBGA  and 
associated  impacts  were  assessed  using  vista  points  along 
State  Highway  789  only,  since  it  is  the  only  road  on  the 
CBGA  that  has  substantial  public  use.  Areas  not  visible  from 
this  highway  were  considered  seldom-seen.  The  BLM 
believes  that  impacts  to  visual  resources  resulting  from  the 
proposed  project  are  adequately  assessed. 


Comment:  31  -  Reclamation  seed  mixes  will  be  presented  in 
site-specific  ERRPs  and  approved  by  the  BLM  prior  to  their 


use. 


Comment:  32  -  The  text  has  been  modified  to  include  range 
improvement  sites  and  badlands  (see  Section  5.1.3.6). 

Comment:  33  -  See  Comment  11,  above. 

Comment:  34  -  The  mitigation  measures  for  visual  resource 
impacts  as  identified  in  Section  5.1.3.16  would  be  applied  for 
all  development  activities. 

Comment:  35  -  All  monitoring  activities  and  reports  identified 
in  this  EIS  would  be  regularly  reviewed  and  acted  on  by 
appropriate  BLM  personnel. 


8.231   Bjork,  Seavy.  Lindley  &  Danielson,  P.C. 


BJOKK.  SKAVV,  LINDLEY  &  DAfOBLSON,  F.C. 
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Via  Facsimile  (307)  328-1474 

Arai  Manser 

Great  DMdc  Resource  Ant 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
Post  Office  Box  670 
pjrwiins,  Wyoming  83301 

UK-     CrestBl/8tu€  Goj>  Havzl  <3a  fto/err  Drmt  £U 

Lacacsaad  flmflwmm 

We  represent  a  number  of  oil  ex)  pi  produced,  bo*  Urge  and  mull,  winch  explore  and 
operate  on  <be  public  lends  in  the  Rocty  MoaaSh  are*,  Inctading  SouttnraJ  Wyoming,  and 
submit  these  comments  on  (be  Crcstoo/Btoo  Gap  Draft  Enviroornnntal  Impact  Statement 
(*DEB*)  on  their  behalf. 

As  a  general  raster,  ve  commend  yog  tor  tie  job  done  on  tie  Creston/Blue  Gap  Draft 
EIS  n  thorough  ml  reasonable.  A  Adr  resting  of  the  DEIS  discloses  do  significant 
enviroomental  Impact  which  will  occur  as  a  reeult  of  the  propr^  to  d^lriiulweflam  this  area 

whkklMhKtork£i!jbeeaiBCdf«fcpralDcticocfoll«J>d|as. 

Our  only  real  concera  with  the  DBS  la  Use  possibility  Out  K  b  unclear  regarding  the 
amount  of  development  analyzed.  We  mderitand  that  tbe  proposed  action  ccoJemplatea  250 
kxratkc*"275  weDs and  that  Altemadve 2 corterptairs 3<X) axadofis/330 weBi.  Pages  tV-v 
cjf-tb^DEIS  contain  tbe  statement  that  Vmrailesrve  impacts  from  additional  development  (Le.. 
9d9  new  welts  and  associated  facilities)  ia  the  Cretan/Brae  Gap  Area  beyond  the  levels 
identified  in  thufttS,  could  be  ipriScanl  for  some  area  resources."  6  Is  unclear  where  die 
reference  to  900  veils  cones  from  and  why  It  It  fan  later  referenced  te  the  'Cumulative 
Impt*a>"  portions  of  ti»  &vin»ir«Sal  Coojequesces  chapter.  For  example,  on  page  4-23,  the 
DEIS  sulci,  with  respect  to  envkoomaital  cooxtpmxt  en  bif  game  and  other  mammals,  that 
•tbe  potential  forme  addition  of  900  wdh  within  Be  CBGA  could  resuh  fa  Incraaed  disturbance 
within  big  game  crucial  ranges;  (Ms  Aran*  action  could  result  msigrr^ciiUunpKti  to  these  Ng 
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Are*  Meatier,  BLM 
Ally  19,  1994 


1 

cont 


Pa*eJ 


pmebsrds.'  Ai  fte  DEIS correctly  ttsioj,  wmokUvo Irapass,  under the CEQ  regolsflons,  are 
those  thai  result  ftora  the  tacreawtal  impacts  of  the  proposed  project,  added  to  put,  present  snd 
reasonably  roreieetMe  Mum  nacei.  Tbo  reference  to  SCO  raHi  In  the  ■Cumulative  Impacts' 


sxtiMi  of  Chapter  4  rata  >  coocera  thai  uncoae  kei  ccnchi&d  (bit  9C0  a&HtSooel  *etla  la 
I  "reascmat-fy  forwwaSk  ftiture  KtScu."  If  that  is  He  cue,  we  believe  te*  the  DEIS  should 
dearly  Kate  am  cooctutlon.  Wa  a£ree  thai  ]t  U  wise  to  analyze  lie  highest  fevej  of  HWy 
development  to  as  &  mala  lie  BU  k  uaefu!  u  possible  over  Ac  loaj  mm;  however,  we 
believe  (bere  should  be  some  basil  la  die  BIS  for  die  use  of  die  900  weQ  Dumber  for  reasonably 
foreseeable  future  action. 

We  applaud  the  ok  of  tables  throughout  to  DEIS  which  are  tueftd  to  bringing  the 
project  bto  perspective  u  a  small  period  of  the  dUarbtaoe  ta  Ihc  entire  Creston/Hue  Qnp 
Ares.  For  exaaple,  TaMe  43  discloses  that,  hi  every  cue.br  leu  than  1%  of  flic  enttrearce'a 
wfldHfe  habitat  wfjl  be  disturbed.  Ttxzz  tobies  provide  a  useful  sunuaary  of  (be  text  and  help 
tbe  reader  bear  In  mind  dial  (be  proposal  dovttopraoit  will  actually  have  only  a  minor  impact 
on  the  total  Crestoa/Btue  Oap  Area. 

TtanVycofbrycmcomionaifciioffteaocoirinKata. 

Very  truly  yours, 

BIOSS,  SEAVY,  LINDLBY  *  DAWELSON,  P.C. 


Leort  (jncuey 
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RoOcy  Uocrwm  ft^tefl 


Jury  IS,  1994 


Mr.  Bob  Tignef 
Bureau  ofLand  Management 
1719  Edinburgh 
Rawlins,  WY  12301 

Re:       Environment!)  Impact  Suiemeni 
CrcstOfVBlue  Gap  Area 
Cirbon  and  Sweetwater  Countiet,  Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.  Tignen 

In  review  of  the  E1S  of  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project,  I  tm  concerned  that 
other  criteria  involving  this  project  should  be  considered. 

In  this  report,  there  is  no  mention  of  the  ecorttmic  benefits  for  the  communities  and  the 
State  of  Wyoming.  The  oil  and  gas  industry  estimates  that  approximately  132  mflBon  dollars 
win  be  spent  fix  the  project  over  the  not  three  yean.  Both  the  stale  and  local  eorrvrourtitie* 
would  not  only  realize  increased  tax  revenues,  but  also  a  decrease  in  unemployment  and  an 
improved  economy. 

This  project  is  vital  not  only  to  our  71  employees  "in  the  Rock  Springs,  Wyoming  district, 
but  also  to  many  other  support  staff  (aditibijtrative  and  technical)  throughout  the  country. 

As  you  can  see,  many  benefits  can  be  realized  if  we  can  proceed  with  this  project  wtfhout 
further  delay. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration. 


Sincerely, 

THE  WESTERN  COMPANY 

David  Hencke 

Account  Manager 


The  Western  CwnpAny  of  North  America 
1*60  Lincoln  Street,  SuU  1600 
Oe*W.  COS02M 
303*32-3722 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  SOCO  has  indicated  that  as  many  as  900 
additional  well  locations  could  potentially  be  developed  on 
the  CBGA  if  the  results  from  the  proposed  project  are 
positive.  While  an  additional  900  wells  in  the  CBGA  is 
unlikely,  the  BLM  analyzed  the  impact  from  this  level  of 
development  to  ensure  potential  cumulative  impacts  were 
adequately  addressed. 


July    18,    1994 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
tavlina,  WT  82301 

ta:    Environmental   Impact   Statement 
Cr**ton/Blu*  Gap  Area 
Carbon  and  Sveetvecer  Counties,  Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.  Tigner, 

In  reaponae   to  your  EIS  of  the  Creaton/Blu*  Gap  Project.   I  f«*l  chat  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  vlthout  delays  or  restrictions  ahould  have 
your   Inmedlata   consideration. 

Ac  on*  of  the  seventy-one  employees  of   the  Western  Company  in  lock  Springs. 
Wyoming,   ay   family  and  my   community's   financial   stability   and  vail  being   depends 
on   the   success  of   this   project.      This  project   will   provide   approximately   $2.1 
alllioo  annually  in  amies  revenues   for  this  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenues   from  this  will  help  provide   the   ecmmunlty  with  money   for  better   schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  cresting  new  jobs  for  my 
company,    the  oil   Industry,    sad   other  businesses  within   the   community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected   the  area  resulting  In  a  hiring 
freer*  within  our   company.      This   translates   to  considerable   tax  revenue 
losses  to  the  community  and  the  economy. 

I   feel   these  benefits  warrsnt   top   priority   Id   your  decision   for   the  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  va  begin  this  project,    the  sooner  the  ccewuriiey  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project   la  appreciated. 

SinptTreT! 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  So*  1 6N.  Hock  Springs,  WY  12904 

307^82-3*14 


I 
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Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Box   670 
Rawlins,   WT   82301 

Re:    Environmental   Impact   Stetesxnt 
Creston/Slue   Cap   Aria 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.  Tlgner, 

In   response    CO   your   EIS   of   the   Crest on/Blue  Gap   Project,    1    feel   that   benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your   immediate   consldarstioo. 

As   one   of   the    seventy-one   employees   of   the  Western   Company   In  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,   ay   family   and  ay   community'*    financial    stability   and   veil  being;  depends 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide   approximately  $2.1 
Billion  annually  In  sales  revenue*  for  chie  area  for  «y  compeny.     The  tax 
revenues   fro*  this  will  help  provide  the  community  with  money  for  better  schoola 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  cervices,   police  end   fire  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  oav  jobs  for  my 
company,    the  oil  industry,   and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected  the  aree  resulting  In  a  hiring 
freeze  vlthlo  our  company.     This  translates  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
losses   to   the   community   end   the   economy, 

I   feel  tbasa  benefits  warrant  top  priority  In  your  decision  for  the  projecta 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  thla  project,    the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  is  appreciated. 

Sincerely  youra. 


&TT}+~ 


Th*  WeMwn  Company  oi  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drirt 

P.O.  Box  1669.  Rock  Springe,  WY  62*32 

307-362-3*84 
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Bureau   of  Land   Management 
P.O.    Box  670 

Rawlins,   WT   82301 

JU:    Environmental    Impact   Statement 
Creeton/Slue   Cap  Area 
Carbon  and   Sweetveter  Couatlea,   Wyoming 

Dear  Kr,   Tlgner, 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  the  Cr*ston/Blue  Cap  Project,    I  feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  vlth  the  progress  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your   immediate   consideration. 

Aj  one  of  the  seventy-one  employees  of  the  western  Company  In  lock  Springs, 
Wyoming,   ay   faaily   and  ay   comaunity's   financial   stability  and   well  being   depends 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  12.1 
ailllon  annually  In  sslss  revenues   for  this  area  for  ay  company.     The  tax 
revenue*  from  this  will  help  provide   the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,  police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  elso  decreass  unemployment  by  creating  nev  Jobs  for  ay 
coapany,    the  oil  industry,    and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freese  within  our  company.     Thla   translates  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
losses    to   the   Community   and   the   economy. 

I   feel   theee   benefits  warrant   top   priority   In   your   decision   for   the   projects 
approval.     The  sooner  ve  begin  thla  project,    the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  is  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours. 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  8oi  1669,  Flock  Springe,  WY  82902 

307-382-3*84 
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July  18,    1994 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins.  WT  82301 

Ha:    Environmental   Impact   Statement 
Cre* ton /Blue  Cap  Area 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Dear  Kr.   Tlgner, 

In  response   Co  your  EIS  of   the  Creaton/Blue  Cap  Project.    1  feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your  immediate  consideration. 

As  one  of  the  seventy-one   employees  of  the  Western  Company  in  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,   my   family   and   my   community1*   financial   Stability  and  wall  being  depends 
on  the  success  of  thli  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  12.1 
million  annually  la  sales  revenues  for  this  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenues  from  this  will  help  provide   the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  elso  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  nev  Job*  for  my 
company,    the  oil  industry,    and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The  delay  of  thl*  EIS  has  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freeze  within  our  compeny.     This  translates  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
losses   to   the   community   and   the   economy. 

I  feal   these  benefits  warrant  top  priority  in  your  decision  for  the  project* 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  thl*  project,    the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit . 

Tour   prompt   attention   to   thla   project   ia   appreciated. 

Sincerely  your*. 


^ «=ZZZ__        — 


ffe-HM^Tk    w 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Box  1668,  Bock  Springs,  WY  82902 

307-382-34*4 


July   18,    1994 


Bureeu  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins,   WT  82301 

Re;   Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creeton/Blue  Cap  Area 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.   Tlgner, 

In  response   to  your  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blue  Cap  Project,   I  feel  that  benefit* 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restriction*  should  have 
your  Ixaediata  consideration. 

Aa  one  of  the  aevanty-one  employees  of  the  Western  Company  In  lock  Springs, 
Wyoming,   my   faaily   and   my   community'*   financial   stability   and  well  being  depends 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     Thla  project  will  provide  approximately  82,1 
ailllon  annually  ia  sale*  revenues   for  this  area  for  ay  company.     The  tax 
revenues  from  this  will  help  provide  the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  amd  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  new  job*  for  ay 
company,    the   oil   industry,    and   Other  businesses  within   the   community. 

Th*  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected   the  are*  resulting  In  *  hiring 
freeze  within   our   company.      Thla   translates   to  considerable   tax  revenue 
losses   to   the   community   and   Che   economy. 

I  feel  theee  benefits  werrsnt  top  priority  in  your  decision  for  ths  project* 
approval.     Th*  sooner  we  begin  this  project,   the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour   prompt   attention   to   this   project   1*   appreciated. 


Sincerely  your*. 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

21 00  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Box  1869.  Rack  Spring*.  WY  82402 

307-382-3464 
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July    18,    1994 


Bureau   of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Bex  670 

R*vlins,    VT   82301 

Re:    Environmental    Impact   Statement 
Creaton/Blue   Cap  Area 
Carton   end   Sweetwater  Couotiec.   Wyooln- 

Deer  Mr.   Tlgner, 

Id  response  Co  your  EIS  of  the  Creaton/Blue  Cap  Project,   I   feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delayc  or  restrictions  should  have 
your   isssadiata  consideration. 

As   oo«   of    the   seventy-one   employees   of   the   Western  Ccapany   in  lock   Springn, 
Wyoming,  "7  faatlly  and  ay  community'a  financial  stability  and  wall  bains  depends 
on  the   success  of  this  project.     Thia  project  will  provide  approximately  ,'2.1 
Billion  annually  in  aalea  revanuao  for  thia  area  for  ay  eoatpany.     The   tax 
revenuea    fro*   this  will  help   provide   the    cosatunity  with  money   for  better   schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  terrifies,  police  and  fira  protection. 
Thia  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  new  Joba  for  mj 
company,    the  oil  industry,   and  other  businesses  within  tha  community. 

The  delay  of  thia  CIS  haa  already  affected  the  area  resulting  In  a  hiring 
freeze   within  our   Company.      Thia   translates   to  considerable   tax   revenue 
losses   to   the   community   and   the   economy. 

I   feel  these  benefits  warrant  top  priority  la  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The   sooner  we  begin  thia  project,   the   sooner  tha  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  la  appreciated. 


iu.,,.1,  y^^t/^^y: 


The  Western  Company  ol  North  America 

21  CO  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Bca  1669,  Rock  Springs,  WY 12902 

307-382-3484 
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July  18,   1994 


Bureau   of   Land   Management 
F.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins,  VT  82301 

Re:    Environmental   Impact   Statement 
Creaton/Blue  Cap  Aree 
Carbon   and   Sveetwatar  Counties,   Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.   Tlgner, 

la  response    to  your  EIS  of  tha  Creaton/Blue  Cap  Project,   I   feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your  immediate  consideration. 

As  one  of  the   seventy-one   employees  of  the  Vcetern  Company  in  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  my  family  and  my  ec— unity' a  financial  stability  and  well  being  depends 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  92.1 
million  annually  in  sales  revenues   for  this  area  for  my  company.     The   tax 
revenues  from  thia  will  help  provide  the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,  police  sod  firs  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  new  Jobs  for  my 
company,    the  oil   industry,   and   other  businesses  within   the   community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freese  within  our  company,     Thia  translatea  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
losses  to  the  communicy  and  the  economy. 

I  feel  these  benefits  warrant   top  priority  In  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  this  project,   the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project   is  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours. 


$v%njv  Im&W 


§CT 


The  Western  Company  ot  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Box  1W»,  feck  Springs.  WY  82902 

307-382-3484 
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July  18,    1994 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins.  VT  82301 

Re:   Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creaton/Blue  Gap  Area 
Carbon  and   Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.  Tlgner. 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blus  Cap  Project,    I  feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your   immediate   consideration. 

As  one  of  the   seventy-one  employees  of  the  Western  Company  la  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  my  family  and  my  community's  financial  stability  and  veil  being  depends 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  92.1 
million  annually  in  sales  revenues   for  this  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenues  from  this  will  help  provide  tha   opamunity  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  aettice-a,  police  and  fire  protection. 
Thia   project  will  elso  decrease  unemployment,  by  creating  new  joba   for  my 
company,    the   oil   Industry,    and   other  businesses  within   the   community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freese  within   our  company.      This   translates   to   considerable   tax   revenue 
loaaas  to  the  community  and  the  economy. 

I  feel  these  benefits  werrant  top  priority  la  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The  sootier  we  begin  this  project,    the  sooner  tha  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  sttentlon  to  thia  project  le  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours. 


'dfyvuvA. 


The  Western  Company  of  Horth  America 

2 100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Bca  IMS.  Pock  Springs.  WY  82902 

»7-382-3484 


ami  ti 


JUL  I  91991 


July   18,    1994 


Bureau   of   Land  Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins,   VT   82301 

Re:    Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creaton/Blue   Cap  Ares 
Carbon   and   Sveetweter   Counties,   Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.  Tlgner, 

In  response   to  your  ELS  of  the  Creaton/Blue  Gap  Project.   X  feel  that  benafita 
for  proceeding  with  the  prograa  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your  immediate  con side ration. 

As  one  of  the  seventy-one  employees  of  the  Western  Company  in  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  my  family  and  my  community's  financial  stability  and  well  being  depends 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  92.1 
mlllloR  annually  in  sales  revenues  for  thia  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenuea   from  this  will  help  provide  the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  alao  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  new  Jobs  for  my 
company,   the  oil  industry,   and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  hat  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freeze  within   our   company.      This   translates   to  considerable   tax   revenue 
losses   to   the   community   and   the   economy, 

I   feet  these  benefits  warrant  top  priority  la  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.      The   sooner  we  begin   this  project,    the   sooner   the   ccestuttity  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt   attention   to   this  project   la   appreciated. 

:ely  yours, 


15  »  S  S  i !  i  153 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Orive 

P.O.  Box  1W9.  Roox  Springs.  WY  82902 

307-382-3484 
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July    18,    1994 


Bureau    of    Land   Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins,  VI  82301 

£e:    Environmental   Impact   Statement 
Creaton/Blue   Cap  Area 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater   Counties,   Wyoming 

Daar  Kr.   Tlgner, 

Is   response   to   your   EI3   of   tha   Creeton/Blue  Cap   Project,    I    feel   that  benefits 
for   proceeding  with   tha   prog.ru  without   delay*   or   restrictions   should   have 
your  immediate  consideration. 

As   ooi   of    tha   seventy-one   employees   of   tha  Western   Company    In  Rock  Spring!, 
Wyoming,  ay  family  and  ay  ccmmwnity's  financial  stability  and  wall  being  depends 
on  tha  success  of  tbla  project.     Tula  project  will  provide  approximately  12.1 
Billion  annually    in   aalea    revenues    for   this   area   for  ay  company.      The   tax 
revenues   froa  this  will  help  provide   the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fire  protection. 
This   project  will   alao   decreaa*   unemployment  by   creating   new   Jobs   for  By 
company,    the  oil  Industry,   and  other  businesses  within   the  cceaaunity. 

The   delay   of   this   EIS  has   already   affected   the   area   resulting   in   a  hiring 
freeze  within  our  company.      This   translates  to  considerable    tax  revenue 
losses  to  the  community  and   the  economy. 

I   feel    these  benefits  warrant    top   priority   in  your  decision   for   the   projects 
approval.     The  sooner  ve  begin  this  project,   tha   sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  is  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours. 


Tne  Wettarn  Company  of  North  America 

21 00  Upland  Dri* 

P.O.  Boa  1669,  Rock  Springe.  WY  C2902 

M7-3A2-34M 
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July   IS,    1994 


Bureau   of   Land   Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins,  VT  82301 

Ec :    Environmental   Iapact   Statement 
Creston/Blue  Cap  Area 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater  Countiea,   Wyoming 

Deer  Kr.  Tlgner, 

In  reaponae  to  your  EI3  of  tha  Crcaton/Blue  Cap  Project,   I  feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your   immediate   consideration. 

As   one   of   the   seventy-one   employees   of   the   Western   Company   in  Lock   Springs, 
Wyoming,  my  faaily  and  ay  community's   financial  stability  and  vail  being  dependa 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  12. 1 
nillion  annually  in  sales  revenues   for   this  area  for  ay  company.     The  tax 
revenue*  from  this  will  help  provide   the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  new  jobs   for  ay 
company,    the   oil   industry,    and   Other  businesses  within   the   community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected   the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freeze  within   our  coeipany.      This    translates   to   considerable   tax  revenue 
losses   to  the  community  and  the  economy. 

I   feel  these  benefits  warrant  top  priority  in  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  this  project,    the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  sttentlon  to  this  project  Is  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours. 


The  Wnslam  Company  o*  North  America 
2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Bo*  1668.  flock.  Springe,  WY  12902 
307-382  -34*4 


July   18,    1994 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins,   VT  82301 

Ra:    Environmental   Impact   Statement 
Creston/Blue  Cap  Area 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater  Counties,   Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.  Tixnar, 

In  reaponae  to  your  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blua  Cap  Project,   X   faal  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your  Immediate  consideration. 

As   one   of   the   eeventy-one   employeea   of   tha  Western  Company   in  Sock  Springa, 
wyoming,  my  family  and  ay  community'a  financial  stability  and  well  being  dependa 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  $2.1 
million  annually   In  sales   revenues   for   this   area   for  ay  company.      The   tax 
revenues  from  this  will  help  provide  tha  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  aleo  decreaee  unemployment  by  creating  new  Joba  for  my 
company,    the  oil   Industry,    and   other  businesses  vithin   the   community. 

Tha  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  effected   the  area  resulting  In  a  hiring 
freeze  within  our  company.     This  translates  to  considerable   tax  revenue 
losses  to  the  cooaunlty  and    the  economy, 

I  feel   these  benefits  warrant    top  priority  In  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.      The   sooner  we  begin   this   project,    the   sooner  tha   community  will 
benefit. 

Tout   prompt   attention  to   this   project   la   appreciated. 


Sincerely  yours. 


(Jf)0Mbu&OM£tf 


The  Wn!om  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  OrtVe 

P.O.  Box  1663.  Rook  Springs,  WY  S29Q2 

507-382-3484 


July  18,    1994 


Bureau  of   Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins,   VT  82301 

Re:    Environmental   Impact   Statement 
Creston/Blue  Cap  Ares 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.   Tignar, 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  the  Creaton/Blue  Cap  Project,    I  feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  hava 
your   lamedlata   consideration. 

AJ   one   of   the   seventy-ooe   employees   of   the  Western  Company   In  Rock   Springe, 
Wyoming,   ay   family  and  my   community's   financial   Stability   and  well  being  depende 
on    the   succaaa   of   this   project.      This   project  will  provide   spproxiaately   $2.1 
million  annually  in  sales  revenues  for  this  area  for  my  company.     The   tax 
revenues   fro*  thie  will  help  provide  the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and   firs  protection. 
This   project  will   else  decrease  unemployment  by  creating   new  jobs   for  my 
company,    the   oil   industry,   and  other  businesses   within   the   community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freeze  within  our  company.     This  translates  to  eoueldersble  tax  revenue 
losses   to   the   community  and   the  economy. 

I   feel   these  benefits  warrant  top   priority   lfi  your  decialon   for   tha   projects 
approval.      Tha   sooner  we  begin  this   project,    tha   sooner   the   community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  la  appreciated. 

Sincerely  youra,  f  rf^ 


The  We*!«n  Cotr<pany  ot  North  America 

2100Uptand0nVe 

P.O-  Box  1669.  feck  Springs,  WY  S2W2 

307-3B2-34W 
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July  19,   199* 


Bureau   of   L*nd   Xanageaant 
P.O.    ftoz  670 

Inline,  WT  82301 

Re:    Environmental    Impact    Stateoen-. 
Creston/Blue   Gap   Araa 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater  Counties,   Wyoming 

Deer  Mr.  Tlgner, 

Is   response   to  jour   EIS   of   tha   Crtatoo/Blue  Cap   Project,    I    feel   that   benefice 
foe  proceeding  vith   the  program  without  delays  or  reatrictions  should  have 
your   immediate   consideration. 

As  od«  of  tha  seventy-one  eaployees  of   the  Western  Coapany   tc  lock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  ay  family  and  ay  community's  financial  stability  and  veil  being  depends 
on   the    success   of    this   project.      This   project  will  provide   approximately  (2.1 
Million  annually  in   aalas  ravaouca   for  this  araa  for  ay  company.      Ilia  tan 
revenues  froa  this  will  help  provide   tha  coaaunity  with  aonay  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,  police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  uneaployaent  by  creating  now  jobs   for  ay 
company,   the  oil  industry,    and  other  buslnesaea  within  the  coaaunity. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freexe  within  our  coapsny.     This  translates  to  considerable   tax  revenue 
losses  to  the  coaaunity  and  tha  tconoay. 

I  feel   these  benefits  warrant    too  priority  In  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  ve  begin  thla  project,    the  sooner  the  coaaunity  will 
benefit. 

Tour  proapt  attention  to  thla  project   is  appreciated. 

Sincerely   yours, 


The  We*i»m  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  OAm 

P.O.  Box  1669,  feck  Springs,  WY  62902 

307-362-34*4 


Bureau  of  Land  Kanegcaent 
P.O.    Box  670 
Isvllna,  VT  82301 

I*:    Environmental   lapact    Ststeaent 
Creston/Blue  Csp   Area 
Carbon   and   Svaetwatar  Counties, 


Wyoming 


Deer  Mr.   Tlgnar, 

In  response  to  your  IIS  of  Che  Creston/Blue  Cap  Project,   I  feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  here 
your   immediate  consideration. 

As  one  of  the  seventy-one  eaployeee  of  the  Western  Coapany  In  lock  Springs. 
Wyoming,  ay  family  sod  ay  community's  financial  stability  sod  weU  being  depends 
on  the  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  $2.1 
ailllen  annually  In  sales   revenues  for  this  araa  for  ay  coapany.     Tha  tsx 
revenues  froa  this  will  help  provide  the  coanwaicy  vlth  aoncy  for  better  schools 
end  education  for  our  children,  health  service a,   police  and  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  uneaployaent  by  cresting  new  Jobs  for  ay 
coapany,   Che  oil  industry,   and  other  businesses  within  Che  coaaunity. 

The  delay  of  this  EI5  hss  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  s  hiring 
frseie  within  our  company.     This  translates  to  considerable  tsx  revenue 

losses  to  the  coaaunity  end  the  tconoay. 

I  feel  these  benefits  warrant   top  priority  in  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  this  project,   the  sooner  the  coaaunity  will 
benefit. 

Tour  proapt  attention  to  this  project  is  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours,  ^~)     /O 


[a^t&.'&yC 


The  WesJem  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drift] 

P.O.  8c*  1669.  Rock  Springs,  WY  82902 

307462-34*4 


July   18,    1994 


Bureau  of  Lend  Kanageaenc 
P.O.  Box  670 
Eavlins,   VT   82301 

Es:  Environmental  lapact  Ststeaent 
Creston/Blue  Cap  Area 
Carbon   sod   Sweetwater  Counties,   Vyoalng 

Dear  Mr.    Tigner, 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blue  Cap  Project,  1  feel  that  benefit* 
for  proceeding  vlth  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your    laasil  I  a  1 1    consideration. 

As  one  of  Che  seventy-one  employees  of  tbs  western  Company  in  lock  Springs, 
Vyoalng,   sty   family   sod   ay   coaauoity's   financial   stability   sod  well  being  depends 
oa  Che   success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  spproxlastely  $2.1 
million  annually  In  sales   revenues  for  this  area  for  ay  company.     The  tax 
revenues  froa  this  will  help  provide  the  comeunlty  with  aoney  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,  police  snd  fire  protection. 
This  project  will  also  decrease  uneaployaent  by  creating  new  jobs  for  ay 
company,    the   oil   Industry,    and   other  businesses  within   the  coaaunity. 

The  delay  of  thia  EIS  hss  already  effected  the  ares  resulting  in  s  hiring 
freeie  within  our   coapany.      This   trsnslstes   to  considerable   tax   revenue 
losses  to  Che  coaaunity  and  the  econoay. 

I  feel   these  benefits  vsrrsnt   top  priority  in  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  ve  begin  this  project,  the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 


Tour  prompt   attention   to   this   project   is   appreciated. 
Sincerely  yours. 


5 B8 BIBB 


1 


JU.I9BM 


"naiffiaar' 


The  Wctiem  Company  gf  North  America 

2100  UpbsvJ  Mm 

P.O.  8o*  1669.  Rock  Springs,  WY  62902 

307-382-3464 


July   18.    199* 


Bureau   of   Land   Hanageaent 
P.O.   Box  670 
Xavllns,  VT  62301 

la:    Environment si  Impact  Ststeaent 
Creston/Blue  Csp  Ares 
Carbon  sod  Sveetvster  Counties,  Vyoalng 

Dear  Mr.    Tigner, 

In  response  CO  your  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blue  Csp  Project,    I   feel  that  benefits 
for  proceeding  vlth  the  program  without  delsys  or  restrictions  should  have 
your  lamed 1st e  cons ids rse ion. 

As  one  of  the  seventy-one  employees  of  the  Western  Coapsny  in  Kock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  ay  family  sod  ay  cceaaunity's  financial  stability  and  veil  being  depends 
on  Che  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide   approximately  $2.1 
Billion  annually  in  ssles  revenues  for  this  area   for  ay  company.     The  tsx 
revenues  from  this  will  help  provide  the  coaaunity  with  aoney  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and   fire  protection. 
This  project  will   also  decrease  unemployment   by   cresting   nev  jobs   for  ay 
company,    the   oil   industry ,    snd   other  businesses   within   the   community. 

The  delay  of  this  EIS  hss  already  affected   the  eree  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freeze  within  our  coapany.     This  trsnslstes   to  considerable   tsx  revenue 
losses   to   the   coaaunity   snd   the   economy. 

I   feel  these  benefits  vsrrsnt  top  priority  in  your  decision  for  the  projects 
spprovsl.     The  sooner  ve  begin  this  project,    the  sooner  the  community  vill 
benefit. 


Tour  proapt   attention   to   this   project   is   appreciated. 
Sincerely  yours, 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Ohm 

P.O.  Box  1669,  Rod*  Springe.  WY  82902 

307-3&2-34S4 


8-37 


July   18,    1994 


Bureau   of   L*nd   Management 

P.O.    Box  670 

Raw  Una.  VT  92301 

Re:    Environmental   Impact   Statement 
Cretton/Blue   Cap  Area 
Carbon   aw!   Sweetwater  Counties,   Wyoming 

Dear  dr.   Tlgner, 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  the  Cre*too/Blue  Gap  Projeet,    I    ftal  that  benefits 
for  proceeding,  with  the  program  without  delay*  or  restriction*   ehould  have 
jour  immediate  consideration. 

Aj  dd«  of  tha  seventy-one  employee*  of  the  Western  Company  In  Rock  Spring*. 
Wyoming,  my  family  and  my  community**   financial  atabllity  and  wall  being  depanda 
on  cha  success  of  thla  projeet.     This  project  will  provide   approximately  $2.1 
■illlon  annually  In  aala*  revenues   for   thla  area  Tor  my  company.     Tha   tax 
revenues   fro.  thla  will  h*lp  provide   tha  community  with  money  for  better  school* 
and  education  for  our  chlldran,  haalth  aarvlcaa,   police  and   flra  procactloo. 
Thla  project  will  alao  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  naw  Jobs  for  ay 
company,    tha  oil  industry,   and  other  business**  within  tha  community. 

Tha  delay  of  chi*  EIS  haa  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
fraei*  within  our  company.     Thla  tranalaten  co  conaiderabla  tax  reTaou* 
losses   to  tha  eommunltv  and  tha  economy. 

I  feel  theae  benefice  warrant  cop  priority  in  your  decision  for  the  projacta 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  thla  project,   the  sooner  tha  community  will 
benefit. 


Tour  prompt  attention  to  thia  project  ia  appreciated. 


I 


LillXID 


JUL  I  9199* 


BUK1AU  OF  UND  WWOJBM 


Tha  Wessern  Company  of  North  America 
21 QO  Upland  Onv* 

P.O.  Bo*  1663.  Rock  Soring.  WY  82902 
307-382 -MM 


Bureau   of   Land   Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins,  VT  82301 

Re:    Environmental    Impact   Statement 
Creaton/Blue  Cap  Area 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater   Countiea,   Wyoming 

Dear  Kr.  Tlgner, 

Ii  response  to  your  BIS  of  the  Creston/Blue  Cap  Project,   I  feel  that  benefit! 
for  proceeding  with  tha  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  have 
your   immediate   consideration. 

Am  one  of  the  seventy-one  employees  of  cha  Western  Company  In  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,   my   family   and   my  commnulty'a   financial   stability  aod  well  being  dependa 
on  the  success  of  thia  project.     Thla  project  will  provide  approximately  12.1 
million  annually  In  sales  revenues  for  thia  area  for  my  company.     Tha   tax 
revenues   from   this  will  help  provide   the   community  with  money   for  better   school* 
aod  education  for  our  children,  haalth  aarvicea,   police  and  fire  protection. 
Thla  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  n«v  jobs  for  my 
company,   the  oil  industry,  and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The  delay  of  thla  EIS  has  already  affected   the  area  resulting  In  a  hiring 
freeze  within  our  company.     This  translates  to  considerable  tax  revenua 
losses   to   tha   community   and   the   economy. 

I  fael  these  benefit*  warrant  top  priority  In  your  decieion  for  the  projact* 
approval.     Tha   sooner  w*  begin  this  project,   the  sooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention   to  this  projact  la  appreciated. 

Sincerely  your*. 


o 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  MM 

P.O.  So*  1669.  Rock  Springs.  WY  B2902 

307-382-3444 


Bureau  of   Land   Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Ravllna,  WT  82301 

Ra:  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creaton/Blue   Cap  Arc* 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Countiea,  Wyoming 

Dear  Kr.  Tlgner, 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  the  Creaton/Blue  Cap  Project,   I   fael  that  benefit* 
for  proceeding  with  tha  program  without  delay*  or  restriction*  should  have 
your  Immediate  consideration. 

Aa   one   of   tha   seventy- one   employees   of   the  Western  Company   in  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,   my   family   and   my   community's   financial   stability   and  well  being  dependa 
on  the  success  of   thla  project.     Thia  project  will  provide  approximately  $2.1 
million  annually  in  males  revenues  for  thla  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenues  from  this  will  help  provide  che  community  with  money  for  better  achoola 
and  aducatlon  for  our  children,  health  services,  police  and   fir*  protection. 
Thia  project  will  alao  decrease  unemployment  by  cresting  new  joba  for  my 
company,   the  oil  industry,   and  other  businesses  within  tha  community. 

Tha  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected  the  area  resulting  in  a  hiring 
freete  within  our  company.     This  translates  to  conaiderabla  tax  revenue 
loase*  to  the  community  and  the  economy. 

Z  feel  these  benefits  warrant    top  priority  In  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.      The   aooner  we  begin   thla  project,    the   sooner   the   community  will 
benefit. 


Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project   la  appreciated. 


Sincerely  yours. 


w^f^S,.  O&JhsvSz-— 


The  Western  Company  of  Horth  America 

2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Box  1660.  Ptoefc  Springs,  WY  BZ902 

307-382-3*84 


July   18,    1994 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins,  WT  82301 

Re:   Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creaton/Blue  Cap  Are* 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater  Countiea,   Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.    Tlgner, 

In  response   to  your  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blu*  Gap  Project,   I  feel  that  benefit* 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delay*  or  restriction*  ahould  have 
your  immediate  consideration. 

A*  one  of   the  seventy-one  employees  of  the  Western  Company  in  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  my   family  and  my  community's  financial  atabllity  and  well  being  depend* 
on  the  success  of   this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  J2.1 
million  annually  in  sales  revenuee  for  this  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenue*   from  thia  will  help  provide  the  community  with  money  for  better  school* 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  service*,   police  and  fire  protection. 
Thla  project  will  also  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  new  Job*  for  my 
company,    the  oil  industry,  and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The  delay  of  thi*  EIS  has  already  affected  tha  area  resulting  is  a  hiring 
freete  within  our  company.     Thia  cranalatee  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
loaaea   to   tha   community   and   the   economy. 

I   feel   theae  benefice  warrant   top  priority   in  your  declaion  for   the  projecta 
approval.      The   sooner  we   begin   this   project,    the   sooner  the  community  will 
■      *fit. 


Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  la  appreciated. 
Sincerely  yours, 


[o 
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UR£AU  OF  LAM  UAXASMI 
RJufllW  D6IRICT 

i 

The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

21 00  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Boi  1669.  RocX  Springs,  WY  62902 

307-3S2-34M 


8-38 


Bureau  of  Land  Hanageaent 
P.O.    Box   670 
KavUna,  VT  82301 

tc:    Envtronneotal    Ifipaec    StaECaent 
Creeton/Blue   Gap  Aria 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater   Count  let,    Wyoming 

Dear  Mr.    Tlgner, 

la  response  to  jour  EIS  of  cht  Crescon/Blue  Cap  Project,  I   feel  chat  benefit* 
for   proceeding  vith   the   program  vlthouc   delayu   or   rtatrletlooi   should  have 
your    icaedietc    consideration. 

Aa  out  of  the  seventy-one  employee •  of   the  Western  Company  in  lock  Spring*, 
Wyoming,    my    family  and  my   coonunity's    financial   stability  and   vail  being   depends 
on  the  success  of  thla  project.      Thia  project  will  providt  approximately  12.1 
million   annually   in   talcs   revenue:;    for   thia   area   for  ay  coatpany.      The   tax 
revenues    from   thia   will  help  provide    the   community  vith  nooey   for  better   achoola 
and   education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fira  protection. 
This   project  will  also  decreaae   unemployment   by   creatine   new  Joba   for  my 
company,    the   oil   Industry,    and   other  buaineaaea   within   tha   cemmunity. 

The  delay  of  thla  EIS  has  already  affected   the  area  resulting  Id  a  hiring 
freeze  wlthlo  our  company.     This  translates  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
lossaa   to  the  coaaunity  and  tha  economy. 

I   feel    these   benefits  warrant    top   priority   in   your  decision   for   tha   projects 

approval.     The  sooner  va  begin   this  project,    tha  sooner  tha  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  thla  project   la  appreciated. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Tha  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Uptond  Drive 

P.O.  Boi  1  MS,  Rock  Serin?*,  WY  62M2 

307-382-3*8* 


j)Bi6lfB 


JUL  I  9E994 


BUREAU  Of  UL' 


July   18.    1994 


Bureau   of   Land   Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
Mvline.  VT  8230L 

Us:    Environmental   Iatpact   Statement 
Craatoa/Blua  Cap  Area 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater  Counties,   Wyoming 

Daar  Mr.   Tigner, 

In   response    to  your  EIS   of   the   Creston/Blua  Cap   Project,    I   faal   that   benefits 
for   proceeding  vith   the   program  without   delays   or   restrictions   should   have 
your   immediate  consideration. 

As  one  of  the  seventy-one  ssrployeas  of  the  Western  Company  In  lock  Springs, 
Wyoming,   my   family   and  ay   community's   financial   stability  and  wall  being  depends 
on  tha  success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  $2.1 
million  annually  in  sales   revenues  for  thla  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenues   from  this  will  help  provide   the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and   education   for   our   children,   health   services,   police   and   fire  protection. 
Tnls  project  will  also  dacrassc  unemployment  by  creating  new  jobs  for  my 
Company,    the  ell  industry,   and  other  businesses  within  tha  ecmstunlcy. 

Tha   delay  of   thia   EIS  has   already   affected   the   ares   resulting   in   a  hiring 
freexe  within  our  company.     Thla  translates  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
lossas  Co  Che  cooxtunlcy  and  the  economy. 

I   feel   Chase  benefits   warrant   top   priority   in  your  decision  for   tha  projects 
approval.     Tha  sooner  we  begin  thia  project,    the  sooner  tha  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt   attention  to  this  project  la  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Sincerely  yours, 


The  Western  Cofnpany  of  North  America 

21CO  Upland  Mrs 

P.O.  Sox  1669.  Rock  Springs,  WY  82902 

307^82-3*8* 


July  18,    199* 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.   Box  6'0 

ftavlins,  VT  82301 

Is:   Environmental  Impact  StaCament 
Creston/Blua  Cap  Axes 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater  Counties,   Wyoming 

Daar  XT.  Tlentr, 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  tha  Creston/Blua  Cap  Frojact.    I  faal  that  osmetics 
for  proceeding  with  Che  program  vithouc  delaya  or  restrictions  should  hsvs 
your  immediate  consideration. 

As  one  of  the  Bsventy-ons  employees  of   Chs  Western  Company  in  lock.  Springs, 
Wyoming,  my  family  and  my  community's   financial  stability  and  well  being  depends 
on  tbs  success  of  this  project.     This  projsct  will  provide  spproximately  $2.1 
million  annually  in  sales  revenues  for  chis  area  for  my  company.     Ths  tax 
ravenuss  from  this  mill  help  provide   the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  ssrvicas,   police  and  fira  protection. 
This  project  mill  also  dscreaaa  unemployment  by  creating;  new  Joba  for  my 
company,   tha  oil  industry,   and  other  buslneaaes  within  the  community. 

Ths  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected   tha  area  resulting  in  s  hiring 
freera  within  our  company.     This  translates  to  considerable  tax  revenue 
losses  Co  ehs  community  and  the  economy. 

I  feel  these  benefice  warranc  Cop  priority  in  your  decision  for  the  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  this  projsct,    Che   sooner  the  coomwnity  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project   is  appreciated. 
Sincerely   yours. 


pjuujj 


JUL  19  691 


—  — [t 


The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  Boi  1  MB.  Rock  Springs.  WY  62902 

307-3*2-3*8* 


July    18,    199* 


Bureau  of  Land  Hanageaent 
P.O.   Box  670 
Rawlins.   WY   82301 

Re:    Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creaton/Bluc   Cap   Area 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Dear  Hr.   Tlgner, 

In  response   to  your  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blua  Cap  Project,   X  feel  Chat  benefits 
for  proceeding  with  ths  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  should  hava 
your  imaedlatt  consideration. 

As  ons  of   the  seventy-one  employees  of  the  Western  Compeny  In  Kock  Springs, 
Wyoming,  my  family  and  my  community's  financial  stability  and  veil  being  depends 
on  che   success  of  this  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  12.1 
million  annually  in  ssles  revenues  for  thia  area  for  my  company.     The  tax 
revenues    from   thla  will  help   provide   che   community  with  money   for  better   achoola 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  services,  police  sod  fire  protection. 
Thla   project   will   also  decrease  unemployment  by   creating  new  Jobs   for  my 
company,   the  oil  industry,   and  other  businesses  within  Che  community. 

The   delay  of    this   EIS  has   already  affected   Che   area   resulting  In  a  hiring 
freeze  within   our  company.      Thia   translates   to  considerable   tax   revenue 
losses   to   ths   community   and    the   economy. 

I  feel   these  benefits  warrant   Cop  priority  la  your  deciaion  fox  tha  projects 
approval.      Tha    sooner  we  begin   this  project,    che   sooner   ths   community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt   attention   to   thia   project   ia   appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours, 


ra 
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The  Western  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drive 

P.O.  8c*  1U9,  Rock  Springs.  WY  829C2 

307-382-1*64 


8-39 


Bureau   of   Land  Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
tavllna,  VT  82301 

te:    Environmental   Impact    Scateaent 
Creaton/Blue  Cap  Area 
Carbon    and    5vcetv»rer    Counties,    Wyoming 

Dear  Hr.   Tlgnar, 

Id  response   Co  jour  EIS  of  the  Creston/Blus  Cap  Project,   I   feel  thee  benefito 
for  proceeding  vlch   the   pcogr*=  without   delay!   or   restrictions   should   hive 
jour    immediate   consideration. 

A*  one  of  the  seventy-one   employees  of   the  Western  Company  la  lock  Springe, 
Wyoming,   my   family   asd   ay  community'*   financial   stability   and  well  being   depends 
on  the   success  of  thla  project.     This  project  vlll  provide  approximately  |2.1 
Billion  annually  in  sales  revenuea   for  thla  area  for  my  coapanj.     The  tax 
re-re nut*    froa   thia  will  help   provide    the   comaunitj  vith  money   for  better   achoola 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  aarvlcea,  police  and  fire  protection. 
Thla  project  will  alao  decreaae  unemployment  by  creating  nev  Joba  for  try 
coBpany,    the   oil   industry,   and   other  bualneaaaa  within   the   Community. 

The  delay  of  thla  EIS  haa  already  affected  the  area  resulting  In  a  hiring 
freeze  within   our   company.      Thia   translates   to  considerable   tax   revenue 
loaaea  to  the  community  and  the  economy. 

1   feci   these   beneflta  warrant   top  priority   in  jour  decision   for   the   projecta 
approval.     The  sooner  ve  begin  this  project,  the  aooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  la  appreciated. 

Sincerely   yours. 


The  WM*»m  Company  of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Ortvw 

P.O.  Bo*  IMS.  flock  Springs,  VtY  B2902 

307-382-34*4 


3Ss«" 


Julj  1$,    199* 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
Kawlina,   VT   82301 

la:    Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creaton/Blue   Cap   Area 
Carbon   and   Sweetwater  Counties,   Vyoalng 

Deer  Mr.  Tlgnar, 

In  response   to  jour  EIS  of  the  Cr*«ton/Blue  Cap  Project,   I  feel  that  benefit* 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  raatrtctlons  abould  have 
your   immediate   consideration. 

A*  one  of  the  seventy-one  employees  of  the  Western  Company  in  Rock  Springe, 
Wyoming,  mj  family  and  my  community's  financial  atablllrj  and  well  being  depends 
on  the  success  of  thla  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  »2.1 
million  annually  In  salea  revenues   for  thla  area  for  my  company.     Th*  tax 
revenues   from   thia  will  help   provide    the   community  with  money   for  better   acbool* 
and  education  for  our  children,  health  aarvlcea,  police  and   fire  protection. 
Thia  project  will  alao  decrease  unemployment  by  creating  new  Jobs  for  my 
company,   the  oil  industry,  and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The 
free 


company,   the  oil  industry,  and  other  businesses  within  the  community. 

The   delay   of   thla   EIS  has   already  affected   the   area   resulting   In  a  hiring 
freeze  within  our  company.     This  translates  to  considerable   tax  revenue 
loaaea   to  the  community  and  the  economy, 

I  feel  these  benefits  warrant  top  priority  In  jour  decision  for  th«  projects 
approval.     The  sooner  we  begin  thia  project,    the  aooner  the  community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  this  project  Is  appreciated. 

Sincerely  yours. 


*kLL- 


B 


JU.  I  9B94 


The  Western  Company  Of  North  America 

2100  Upland  Drto 

CO,  Box  1669.  Roc*.  Serines.  WY  K2902 

307^*2-3484 


July   18,    1994 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.    Box  670 
Rawlins.  VT  82301 

la:   Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creaton/Blue  Gap  Area 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming 

Daar  Mr.  Tlgnar, 

In  response  to  your  EIS  of  the  Craaton/Blua  Cap  Project,    I  fsal  that  benefito 
for  proceeding  with  the  program  without  delays  or  restrictions  abould  have 
your  lasMdlat*  consideration. 

A*   one   of   the    seventy-one   employees   of   the  Western  Compeny   In  lock  Sprlnga, 
Wyoming,   my   family   and   my   Community's   financial    stability   and  wall  being  depends 
on  th*  success  of  thla  project.     This  project  will  provide  approximately  f 2 . 1 
million  annually  in  sale*  revenuea  for   this  area   for  my  company.     Th*  tax 
revenue*  from  thla  will  help  provide  the  community  with  money  for  better  schools 
■nd  education  for  our  children,  health  services,   police  and  fire  protection. 
Thla   project  will   alao  decrease  unemployment  by   creating   new  Job*   for  my 
company,   the  oil  industry,   and  other  bualncsaea  within  the  community. 

Th*  delay  of  this  EIS  has  already  affected   the  area  resulting  In  a  hiring 
frecte  within  our  company.     Thia  translates  to  considerable   tax  revenue 
loaaa*   to   th*   community   and    the   economy. 

I    faal   these   benefit*  warrant    top  priority   In  your  declaion   for   the   project* 
approval.      The   aooner  we  begin   thla  project,    the    sooner   the   community  will 
benefit. 

Tour  prompt  attention  to  thia  project   1*  appreciated. 

Sincerely  youra, 


7>*  Wtsj.n  Company  <rf  North  Amrica 

2100Upl*»dOriv. 

P.O.  Box  IMS.  Rodi  Springs.  WY  82*02 

307-3S2-34M 


Comment:  All  Letters  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments.  Please  be 
advised  that  NEPA  requires  by  law  that  all  federal  actions  be 
assessed  for  their  potential  impacts  to  the  human  environment. 
The  BLM  insists  that  all  NEPA  documents  include  sufficient 
detail  to  adequately  assess  impacts.  This  action  is  necessary 
to  alleviate  decision  appeals,  which  if  successful,  would  delay 
project  implementation  by  a  minimum  of  2  years. 
Socioeconomic  impacts  resulting  from  the  proposed  project  are 
presented  in  Section  4.4. 
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8233   Ramas  Inc.  and  Terra  Services 


RAMASk-oj 
Terra  Services 


CoUiij  Sum  Bank  Building 
1W0  Bnakiy.  Suite-  2060 

JO!  (M.1I14 


JULY   18,    1994 


MR.  ROBERT  TIGNER 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

BOX  670 

RAWLINS,  WYO.  82301 


EEi  EXVIRONMEMTAI.  IMPACT  STATEMENT,  CSESTOH/BLOE  GAP 
AREA,  CARBON  A  SWEETWATER  CO'S,  WYOMING. 


DEAR  MR.  TIGNER i 

I  HAVE  READ  THE  MAY  1994  STATEMENT  FOR  THE  ABOVE  AREA. 


V 


tV  ■ 


I  AM  A  PETROLEUM  GEOLOGIST  WITH.  42  YEARS  EXPERIENCE  IN 
THE  OIL  BUSINESS,  AND  THE  OWNER  OF./ 2  GEOLOGICAL  SERVICE 
COMPANIES  INVOLVED  IN  THE  DRILLING  OF  OIL  AND  GAS  WELLS 
IN  WYOMING  AND  OTHER  ROCKY  MOUNTAIN  STATES.   WE  ARE 
PRESENTLY  WORKING  FOR,  OR  HAVE  WORKED  FOR,  MOST  OF  THE 
COMPANIES  INVOLVED  IN  THE  DRILLING  OF  THE  GAS  PROJECT 
IN  THE  WASHAKIE  BASIN.   THESE  COMPANIES  ARE  GOOD  CORPORATE 
CITIZENS,  AND  THEIR  ECONOMIC  IMPACT  ON  THE  AREA  AND  THE 
STATE  IS  CONSIDERABLE.   THE  COUNTRY  NEEDS  THE  GAS  RESERVES 
THAT  WILL  BE  DEVELOPED  ON  THIS  PROJECT. 

I  THINK  THAT  THIS  AREA  CAN  BE  DEVELOPED  FOR  HYDROCARBONS 
WITH  MINIMAL  IMPACT  TO  THE  ENVIRONMENT  AND  WILDLIFE.  I 
URGE  YOB  TO  GIVE  FAVORABLE  CONSIDERATION  TO  THIS  PROJECT. 


VEEY.-TRyAY  YOURS, 
ROBERT  M.  VEAL        f 


PRESIDENT 


8234   Edwin  D.  Reed 


July  17,  1994 

TO  WHOM  IT  MAY  CONCERN: 

RE:  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Creston  Blue  Gap  Area 
Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties.  Wyoming 

As  an  active  member  of  my  community,  school  and  county  I  feel  the  oil  and  gas 
Industry  has  benefited  Utle  Snake  River  Valley  in  a  very  positive  way,  ways  that  seem 
overlooked  In  this  statement 

Needless  to  say  our  school  benefits  from  an  increased  tax  base,  but  the  different 
Industry  companies  (large  and  small)  have  always  been  very  supportive  of  our 
community  activities.  This  would  Include  scholarships  for  students,  helping  students 
raise  money  to  help  pay  for  trips  that  cither  wise  could  not  be  taken,  and  the 
employees  and  their  families  supporting  a)  of  the  many  fund  raising  activities  that  all 
small  schools  have. 

In  the  community,  the  Lions  Club  and  the  4-H  would  be  hurt  in  their  fund  raising  efforts 
If  >  was  not  for  many  of  the  Individuals  Involved  in  the  oil  and  gas  Industry. 

I  have  lived  In  Baggs  for  21  years  and  was  invoh/ed  In  the  "boom-  of  the  seventies.  I 
know  that  there  will  never  be  another  "boom*  of  thai  nature,  but  It  Is  a  pleasant  feeling 
to  see  the  improved  mental  state  of  our  corrifluliity  when  everyone  Is  busy  from  the 
roustabout  crews  to  the  producing  companies.  This  positive  mental  state  is  reflected  in 
every  aspect  of  the  commun*y. 

As  a  citizen  of  Carbon  County  I  feel  that  our  lands  must  be  lands  of  many  uses,  not 
lands  of  one  use. 

Thank  You, 


Edwin  D.  Reed 

Teacher,  Snake  River  High  School 

Secretary,  Snake  River  Lions  Club 

Box  148 

Baggs,  WY  82321 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 


1 
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$235   Carbon  County  Coalition 

Ruth  shepherd.  Coordinator 
Carbon  County  Coalition 
P.O.  Box  785 
Saratoga,  Wyoming  82331 


RECEIVEDJuly  "'  l'94 


Croston  Nose  Bluegap  EIS 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Great  Divide  Resource  Area 
812  East  Murray  Street 
Rawlins,  Wyoming  62301 

Dear  Mr.-  Pierson, 


"W  JUL  20  A7a5 


DC-BUREAU  Of  LASGMCMT 

&REA7  DiV.CE  A  A 

RAWLIhStr 


Please  accept  this  correspondence  as  formal  public  comment  to  be 
included  in  the  Creston  Hose  Bluegap  BIS.  The  Carbon  County 
Coalition  recognizes  the  economic  importance  of  oil  exploration 
within  Carbon  County  and  Wyoming,  and  the  Coalition  continues  to 
support  sustainable  economic  development.  The  following  consents 
address  economic  and  environmental  Issues  that  we  believe  are 
important  for  the  agency  to  consider  when  preparing  the  final 
EIS- 

Please  carefully  evaluate  the  distance  between  well  spacings.  The 
Coalition  will  accept  the  proposed  80  acre  spacing  per  well; 
however,  we  consider  80  acre  spacings  to  be  the  minimum  for  well 
density  in  the  area  under  study.  Proposals  by  the  companies  to 
place  three  to  four  wells  per  80  acres  should  be  assessed 
separately.  We  acknowledge  that  valid  technological  reasons  could 
justify  placement  of  a  higher  well  density.  However,  we  prefer 
that  such  exceptions  are  Identified  and  written  Into  the  BIS 
document,  and  not  reevaluated  every  time  a  new  drilling  site  is 
selected. 

The  Coalition  is  requesting  an  appraisal  of  the  well  spacings  for 
two  reasons.  First,  the  companies  should  not  be  required  to 
repeat  the  process  for  each  well  once  the  sites  have  been 
selected  and  drilling  has  been  approved.  It  is  uneconomical  for 
the  companies  to  continue  to  analyze  the  same  data  after 
contracts  have  been  permitted  and  production  commences.  Second, 
the  Coalition  is  firmly  committed  to  the  concept  of  dispersing 
the  Impacts  and  the  economic  gains  for  the  County  over  a  period 
of  time.  Well  spacings  that  increase  the  rate  at  which  companies 
can  extract  the  resource  are  not  serving  the  best  interest  of  the 
County  which  is  attempting  to  stabilize  any  sudden  upswing  or 
downtrend  In  the  local  economy. 

please  address  noxious  weed  control.  The  Coalition  believes  that 
a  cooperative  agreement  between  your  agency  and  the  Carbon  County 
Weed  and  Pest  Control  District  might  best  meet  the  needs  of  both 
the  public  and  private  sectors  of  the  County.  Without  noxious 
weed  control  wildlife  habitats  and  livestock/wildlife  shared 
range  forage  would  be  greatly  affected  by  the  spreading  of 


2  I  noxious  weeds  from  the  newly  disturbed  drill  inn  .sites  and  roadway 
COntibar  ditches.  aC  C," 


The  Coalition  also  requests  that  all  roads  should  be  graveled  at 
the  tine  of  construction.  This  activity  serv^p  to  keep  traffic  on 
the  roadbed  and  out  of  the  surrounding  areas  durtnflOt 
season . 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  r 

Bluegap  EIS.  He  believe  that  these  comments 

value  to  the  agency,  the  exploration  conpanies,  ana'Ehe  residents 

of  Carbon  County. 


'tB?^ddv 


Cordially, 
th  Shepherd 


Comment:  Entire  Letter  -  Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to 
review  the  DEIS  and  providing  your  comments. 

Comment:  1  -  The  proposed  project  specifies  maximum  well 
densities  of  one  well  per  160  or  80  acres.  Closer  well 
spacings  are  not  anticipated,  nor  have  they  been  assessed  in 
this  EIS.  Well  spacing  requirements  are  established  by  the 
WOGCC  and  are  outside  BLM  jurisdiction.  However,  if  well 
densities  of  greater  than  one  well  per  80  acres  are  proposed  in 
the  future,  further  NEPA  analyses  and  public  review  would  bej 
required  by  the  BLM. 

Comment:  2  -  SOCO  and  the  other  area  operators  would  be 
responsible  for  implementation  of  a  noxious  weed  control 
program  (see  Section  5.1.3.9). 

Comment:  3  -  All  roads  across  public  lands  required  for  the: 
proposed  project  would  be  appropriately  surfaced  as  directed 
by  the  BLM. 
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1.0  INTRODUCTION 


Snyder  Oil  Corporation  (SOCO)  and  other  oil  and 
gas  operators  propose  to  explore  and  develop 
natural  gas  reserves  in  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Area 
(CBGA)  of  Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties, 
Wyoming.  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM)  has  prepared  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (EIS)  for  the  proposed  project,  and  this 
Hazardous  Material  Management  Summary 
(HMMS),  which  is  included  as  an  appendix  to  the 
EIS,  provides  further  specific  information 
regarding  the  types  and  quantities  of  hazardous 
and  extremely  hazardous  materials  that  would  be 
produced  or  used  for  the  proposed  project. 
Detailed  descriptions  of  the  proposed  action  and 
alternatives,  the  potential  environmental 
consequences,  and  proposed  mitigation  and 
monitoring  measures  are  provided  in  the  EIS. 

This  HMMS  is  provided  pursuant  to  BLM 
Instruction  Memoranda  Numbers  WO-93-344  and 
WY-94-059,  which  require  that  all  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  documents  list 
and  describe  any  hazardous  and/or  extremely 
hazardous  materials  that  would  be  produced,  used, 
stored,  transported,  or  disposed  of  as  a  result  of  a 
proposed  project.  Hazardous  materials,  as  defined 
herein,  are  those  substances  listed  in  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency's  (EPA's) 
Consolidated  List  of  Chemicals  Subject  to 
Reporting  Under  Title  III  of  the  Superfund 
Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA)  of 
1986,  and  extremely  hazardous  materials  are  those 
identified  in  the  EPA's  List  of  Extremely 
Hazardous  Substances  (40  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  [CFR]  355).  Materials  identified  on 
either  of  these  lists  that  would  be  used  or  produced 
by  the  proposed  project  are  discussed  herein. 

A  list  of  hazardous  and  extremely  hazardous 
materials  that  would  be  produced,  used,  stored, 


transported,  or  disposed  of  as  a  result  of  the 
Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project  was 
obtained  from  SOCO,  along  with  Material  Safety 
Data  Sheets  (MSDS)  for  all  chemicals, 
compounds,  and/or  substances  which  may  be  used 
during  the  construction,  drilling,  completion,  and 
production  operations  of  the  proposed  project. 
SOCO  has  reviewed  the  aforementioned  EPA  lists, 
as  amended,  and  all  materials  included  on  either  of 
these  two  lists  that  would  be  used  or  produced  by 
the  proposed  project  were  identified. 

Some  potentially  hazardous  materials  that  may  be 
used  in  small,  unquantifiable  amounts  have  been 
excluded  from  this  HMMS.  These  materials  may 
include:  wastes,  as  defined  by  the  Solid  Waste 
Disposal  Act;  wood  products;  manufactured  items 
and  articles  which  do  not  release  or  otherwise 
result  in  exposure  to  a  hazardous  material  under 
normal  conditions  of  use  (i.e.,  steel  structures, 
automobiles,  tires,  etc.);  food,  drugs,  cosmetics, 
tobacco  products,  and  alcoholic  beverages  for 
personal  use;  and  other  miscellaneous  substances 
(i.e.,  WD-40,  gasket  sealants,  glues,  etc.).  No 
unauthorized  use  or  disposal  of  these  materials  by 
project  personnel  would  occur  during  project 
implementation,  and  all  project  personnel  would  be 
directed  to  properly  dispose  of  these  materials  in 
an  appropriate  manner.  Solid  wastes  generated  at 
well  locations  would  be  collected  in  approved 
waste  facilities  (e.g.,  dumpsters),  and  each  well 
location  would  be  provided  with  one  or  more  such 
facilities  during  drilling  and  completion  operations. 
Solid  wastes  would  be  regularly  removed  from 
well  locations  and  transported  off  the  CBGA  to 
approved  disposal  facilities. 
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2.0  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 


A  listing  of  all  relevant  known  hazardous  and 
extremely  hazardous  materials  that  may  be  used, 
produced,  stored,  transported,  or  disposed  of 
during  project  implementation  is  provided  herein. 
Where  possible,  the  quantities  of  these  materials 
have  been  estimated  on  a  per-well  basis  and  their 
use,  storage,  transport,  and  disposal  methods 
defined.  A  summary  of  potentially  applicable  state 
and  federal  regulatory  requirements  for  these 
materials  is  also  provided,  where  appropriate. 

2.1  PRODUCTION  PRODUCTS 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  project  is  to  extract 
natural  gas  and  oil  (condensates)  from  the 
Mesaverde  Group  and  other  formations  underlying 
the  CBGA.  Water  would  also  be  produced  as  a 
by-product  of  gas  and  oil  extraction  operations. 
Table  2.1  lists  and  quantifies,  where  possible,  the 
hazardous  and  extremely  hazardous  materials  that 
may  be  found  in  these  production  products. 

2.1.1  Natural  Gas 

Natural  gas,  primarily  containing  methane,  ethane, 
and  carbon  dioxide,  would  be  produced  from  200 
to  330  wells  at  rates  averaging  0.4  million  cubic 
feet  per  day  (mmcfd)  per  well.  No  extremely 
hazardous  materials  are  anticipated  to  be  produced 
with  the  gas  stream;  however,  the  hazardous 
material  hexane  (CAS  Number  1 10-54-3)  would  be 
present  in  the  gas  stream  at  volumes  ranging  from 
approximately  4  to  24  thousand  cubic  feet  per  day 
(mcfd)  per  well  (Table  2.1).  In  addition,  the  gas 
would  also  likely  contain  small  amounts  of 
potentially  hazardous  polycyclic  organic  matter 
and  polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons.  No  other 
hazardous  materials  are  known  to  occur  within  the 
natural  gas  stream. 

The  majority  of  gas  produced  from  CBGA  wells 
would  be  transported  from  each  location  through 
newly  constructed  pipelines  linking  well  locations 
to  existing  or  newly  constructed  natural  gas 
gathering  systems.  A  larger  gas  sales  pipeline 
would  then  deliver  the  gas  from  gathering  system 


lines  to  existing  interstate  gas  transportation 
pipelines.  The  natural  gas  would  eventually  be 
delivered  to  consumers  for  combustion.  Small 
quantities  of  natural  gas  may  be  vented  or  flared  at 
certain  well  locations  during  well  testing 
operations.  During  testing,  produced  gas  would 
be  vented  or  flared  into  a  flare  pit  pursuant  to 
BLM/Wyoming  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation 
Commission  (WOGCC)  rules  and  regulations 
(Notice  to  Lessees  [NTL]-4A).  BLM  and 
WOGCC  approval  would  be  obtained  prior  to 
flaring  or  venting  operations.  No  natural  gas 
storage  is  anticipated  by  the  proposed  project. 

Industry  standard  pipeline  equipment,  materials, 
techniques,  and  procedures  in  conformance  with 
all  applicable  regulatory  requirements  would  be 
employed  during  construction,  testing,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  the  project  to  ensure  pipeline 
safety  and  efficiency.  All  necessary  authorizing 
actions  for  natural  gas  pipelines  would  be 
addressed  prior  to  installation.  These  actions 
include: 

•  Carbon  and  Sweetwater  County  special 
use  permits, 

•  BLM  rights-of-way  (ROWs)  applications, 

•  conformance  with  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  (DOT)  pipeline 
regulations  (49  CFR  191-192),  and 

•  Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission 
Certificates  to  act  as  common  carrier  for 
natural  gas. 

2.1.2  Condensates 

Condensates  would  be  produced  with  the  gas 
stream  at  most  of  the  proposed  wells. 
Condensates  primarily  consist  of  long  chain 
hydrocarbon  liquids  (e.g.,  octanes),  but  may  also 
contain  variable  quantities  of  the  following 
hazardous  materials:  polycyclic  organic  matter 
and  polynuclear  aromatic  compounds.  No  other 
hazardous  or  extremely  hazardous  materials  are 
known  to  be  present  in  the  condensates.  The 
volume  of  condensate  produced  from  CBGA  wells 
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Table  2. 1     Hazardous  and  Extremely  Hazardous  Materials  Potentially  Produced  by  the  Creston/Blue  Gap 
Natural  Gas  Project,  Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming,  1994. 


Production 
Product 

Hazardous 
Constituents1 

Extremely 
Hazardous 
Constituents2 

Approximate 
Quantity  Produced 
Per  Well3 

Natural  Gas 

- 

None 

0.4  mmcfd 

Hexane 

4-24  mcfd 

PAHs4 

DU 

POM5 

DU 

Condensates 

- 

None 

252  gpd 

PAHs 

DU 

POM 

DU 

Produced  Water 

- 

None 

168  gpd 

Lead 

DU 

Cadmium 

DU 

Chromium 

DU 

Radium  226 

DU 

Uranium 

DU 

1  The  hazardous  constituents  listed  are,  to  the  best  of  our  present  knowledge,  those  that  are  or  may  be 
present  in  the  production  products  and  are  listed  under  the  EPA's  Consolidated  List  of  Chemicals 
Subject  to  Reporting  Under  Title  III  of  the  Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA) 
of  1986,  as  amended. 

2  Extremely  hazardous  materials  are  those  defined  in  40  CFR  355. 

3  mmcfd    =  million  cubic  feet  per  day. 
mcfd       —  thousand  cubic  feet  per  day. 
gpd         =  gallons  per  day. 

DU         =  data  unavailable. 

4  PAHs      =  polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons. 

5  POM      =  polycyclic  organic  matter. 
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is  anticipated  to  be  approximately  252  gallons  per 
day  (gpd)  from  most  wells  (Table  2.1). 

Condensates  would  be  stored  in  tanks  at  well 
locations  and  centralized  facilities,  and  all  tanks 
would  be  fenced  and  bermed  to  contain  the  entire 
storage  capacity  of  the  largest  tank  plus  one  ft  of 
freeboard  as  mandated  by  the  BLM.  Condensates 
would  be  periodically  removed  from  storage  tanks 
and  transported  by  truck,  in  adherence  to  DOT 
rules  and  regulations,  off  the  CBGA  for  sale  to 
refineries,  where  they  would  be  processed  into 
petroleum  products  suitable  for  sale  to,  and  use 
by,  the  public  (e.g.,  internal  combustion  engines). 
All  necessary  authorizing  actions  for  the 
production,  storage,  and  transport  of  condensates, 
including  the  Oil  Pollution  Act  of  1990  (storage  of 
>  1,000,000  gal)  as  necessary,  would  be  addressed 
prior  to  the  initiation  of  condensate  production 
activities. 

2.1.3  Produced  Water 

Produced  water  from  CBGA  wells  is  anticipated  to 
range  in  volume  from  0  to  630  gpd,  and  would 
average  approximately  168  gpd  for  most  wells 
(Table  2. 1).  Produced  water  quality  from  wells  on 
the  CBGA  is  variable  and  would  be  monitored 
periodically.  Based  on  WOGCC-required  water 
quality  analyses  of  produced  water  samples  from 
four  CBGA  wells,  no  hazardous  or  extremely 
hazardous  materials  are  known  to  occur;  however, 
water  from  the  Mesaverde  Formation  at  other 
locations  in  the  Washakie  and  Great  Divide  Basins 
is  known  to  contain  the  following  hazardous 
materials:  lead  (CAS  7439-92-1),  cadmium 
(CAS  7440-43-9),  chromium  (CAS  7440-47-3), 
radium  226,  and  uranium.  Water  quality  analyses 
of  gross  radiation  at  four  existing  wells  indicated 
only  background  radiation  levels.  No  other 
hazardous  or  extremely  hazardous  materials  are 
known  to  be  present  in  the  produced  water. 

Produced  water  would  be  stored  in  tanks  at  well 
locations  and  centralized  facilities  and  would 
periodically  be  removed  and  transported  by  truck 
to  the  existing,  permitted  Mexican  Flats  water 
disposal   facility   (evaporation  ponds)   or   other 


Wyoming  Department  of  Environmental  Quality 
(WDEQ)  or  WOGCC  permitted  disposal  facilities. 
Where  applicable,  National  Pollutant  Discharge 
Elimination  System  (NPDES)  permits  would  be 
obtained  from  the  WDEQ,  and  produced  water 
that  meets  applicable  standards  would  be 
discharged  to  the  surface  at  appropriate  locations. 
All  necessary  authorizing  actions  would  be  met 
prior  to  the  disposal  of  produced  water  including: 

•  BLM  approval  of  disposal  methodologies, 

•  Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act 
(RCRA)  compliance  as  necessary, 

•  WDEQ  Water  Quality  Division  (WDEQ- 
WQD)  approval  of  wastewater  disposal, 

•  WOGCC  evaporation  pond  permits,  and 

•  Wyoming  State  Engineer's  Office  (WSEO) 
dewatering  permits  (Form  U.W.  5). 

2.2  CONSTRUCTION,  DRILLING, 

PRODUCTION,  AND  RECLAMATION 

Known  hazardous  and  extremely  hazardous 
materials  planned  for  use  during  construction, 
drilling,  production,  and  reclamation  operations 
for  the  proposed  project  are  listed  in  Table  2.2  and 
are  described  in  detail  below.  Hazardous  and 
extremely  hazardous  materials  planned  for  use 
during  project  implementation  fall  into  the 
following  categories: 

fuels, 

lubricants, 

coolant/antifreeze  and  heat  transfer  agents, 

drilling  fluids, 

fracturing  fluids, 

cement  and  additives,  and 

miscellaneous  materials. 

2.2.1   Fuels 

Gasoline  (CAS  8006-61-9),  diesel  fuel  (CAS 
68476-30-2),  and  natural  gas  are  the  fuels 
proposed  for  use  by  the  project,  and  all  contain 
materials  deemed  hazardous.  Gasoline  would  be 
used  to  power  vehicles  providing  transportation  to 
and  from  the  CBGA;  diesel  fuel  would  be  used  to 
power  transport  vehicles,  drilling  rigs,  and 
construction  equipment,  and  as  a  component  of 
fracturing  fluids  (see  Section  2.2.5);  and  natural 
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Table  2.2  Hazardous  and  Extremely  Hazardous  Materials  Potentially  Utilized  During  Construction, 
Drilling,  Production,  and  Reclamation  Operations  by  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas 
Project,  Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming,  1994. 


Extremely 

Approximate 

Hazardous 

Hazardous 

Quantity  Used 

Source 

Constituents' 

Constituents2 

Per  Well3 

FUEL 

Gasoline 

~ 

.. 

24,940  gal 

Benzene 

DU 

Toluene 

DU 

Ethylbenzene 

DU 

p-xylene 

DU 

m-xylene 

DU 

o-xylene 

DU 

Methyl  tert-butyl  ether 

DU 

PAHs4 

DU 

POM3 

DU 

Tetraethyllead 

Tetraethyllead 

DU 

Diesel  Fuel 

- 

None 

27,400  gal 

Benzene 

DU 

Toluene 

DU 

Ethylbenzene 

DU 

p-xylene 

DU 

m-xylene 

DU 

o-xylene 

DU 

Methyl  tert-butyl  ether 

DU 

Naphthalene 

DU 

PAHs 

DU 

POM 

DU 

Natural  Gas 

— 

None 

DU 

Hexane 

DU 

PAHs 

DU 

POM 

DU 

LUBRICANTS 

~ 

None 

>8gal 

PAHs 

DU 

POM 

DU 

Lead 

DU 

Cadmium 

DU 

Nickel 

DU 

Copper 

DU 

Manganese 

DU 

Barium 

DU 

Zinc 

DU 

, 

Lithium 

DU 
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Table  2.2  (Continued) 

Extremely 

Approximate 

Hazardous 

Hazardous 

Quantity  Used 

Source 

Constituents1 

Constituents2 

Per  Well3 

COOLANT/ANTIFREEZE 

AND  HEAT  TRANSFER 

AGENTS 

~ 

None 

Ethylene  glycol 

>  180  gal 

Triethelyne  glycol 

330  gal 

DRILLING  FLUID 

ADDITIVES 

Caustic  Soda 

Sodium  hydroxide 

None 

650  lbs 

Lime 

- 

None 

3,500  lbs 

Fine  mineral  fibers 

DU 

Mica 

~ 

None 

600  lbs 

Fine  mineral  fibers 

DU 

Uni-Drill 

— 

None 

50  gal 

Acrylamide 

DU 

Uni-Gel 

- 

None 

43,500  lbs 

Fine  mineral  fibers 

DU 

UNIBAR 

~ 

None 

8,200  lbs 

Barium  compounds 

DU 

FRACTURING  FLUID 

ADDITIVES 

LGC-VI  w/diesel  fuel 

— 

None 

953  gal 

Benzene 

DU 

Toluene 

DU 

Ethylbenzene 

DU 

p-xylene 

DU 

m-xylene 

DU 

o-xylene 

DU 

Methyl  tert-butyl  ether 

DU 

Naphthalene 

DU 

PAHs 

DU 

POM 

DU 

OPTI-FLO  m 

~ 

None 

144  lbs 

Glycol  ether 

DU     ' 

SSO-21 

— 

None 

15  gal 

Methanol 

DU 

Glycol  ether 

DU 
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Table  2.2  (Continued) 

Extremely 

Approximate 

Hazardous 

Hazardous 

Quantity  Used 

Source 

Constituents' 

Constituents2 

Per  Well3 

CL-29 

— 

None 

59  gal 

Formic  acid 

DU 

Ammonium  chloride 

DU 

Zirconium  nitrate 

DU 

Zirconium  sulfate 

DU 

BA-20 

— 

None 

38  gal 

Acetic  acid 

DU 

Sand 

— 

None 

2,994  lbs 

Fine  mineral  fibers 

DU 

CEMENT  AND 

— 

None 

>  10,000  lbs 

ADDITIVES 

Fine  mineral  fibers 

DU 

PAHs 

DU 

POM 

DU 

MISCELLANEOUS 

MATERIALS 

Methanol 

— 

None 

3,000  gal 

Methanol 

DU 

Paints 

— 

None 

DU 

Ethanol 

DU 

Sulfuric  Acid 

DU 

Lead 

DU 

Cobalt 

DU 

Manganese 

DU 

Barium 

DU 

PAHs 

DU 

POM 

DU 

Fertilizers 

DU 

DU 

DU 

DU 

DU 

DU 

Herbicides 

DU 

DU 

DU 

DU 

DU 

DU 

The  hazardous  constituents  listed  are,  to  the  best  of  our  present  knowledge,  those  that  are  or  may  be  present  in  the 
production  products,  and  are  listed  under  the  EPA's  Consolidated  List  of  Chemicals  Subject  to  Reporting  Under 
Title  III  of  the  Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA)  of  1986,  as  amended. 
Extremely  hazardous  materials  are  those  defined  in  40  CFR  355. 


DU 

=  data  unavailable. 

lb 

=  pounds. 

gal 

=  gallons. 

PAHs 

=  polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons 

POM 

=  polycyclic  organic 

matter. 
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gas  would  be  used  to  power  pipeline  compressor 
stations. 

2.2.1.1  Gasoline 

Approximately  5,700  round  trips  per  well  to  and 
from  the  CBGA  would  be  required  during  the  life 
of  project  (LOP).  Approximately  24,940  gal  of 
gasoline  would  be  required  per  well  for  proposed 
project  transportation  (Table  2.2),  assuming  that 
approximately  one  half  of  the  round  trips  would  be 
in  gasoline-powered  vehicles,  the  average  round 
trip  distance  would  be  70  mi,  and  vehicles  average 
8  miles  per  gallon  (mpg). 

The  hazardous  and  extremely  hazardous  materials 
likely  to  be  found  in  gasoline  are  listed  in 
Table  2.2.  The  hazardous  materials  present  in 
gasoline  include:  benzene  (CAS  71-43-2),  toluene 
(CAS  108-88-3),  ethylbenzene  (CAS  100-41-4), 
p-xylene  (CAS  106-42-3),  m-xylene 
(CAS  108-38-3),  o-xylene  (CAS  95-47-6)  methyl 
tert-butyl  ether  (CAS  1634-04-4),  polynuclear 
aromatic  hydrocarbons,  and  polycyclic  organic 
matter.  Leaded  gasoline  contains  tetraethyllead 
(CAS  78-00-2),  which  is  listed  as  an  extremely 
hazardous  material  (Table  2.2). 

Gasoline  would  be  purchased  off  the  CBGA  from 
regional  vendors,  and  would  primarily  be  stored 
and  transported  in  vehicle  gas  tanks.  Some 
additional  gasoline  storage  may  be  provided  in 
appropriately  designed  and  labeled  1  to  5  gal 
containers  for  supplemental  use  as  vehicle  fuel. 
Gasoline  would  be  used  exclusively  as  a  fuel  for 
transport  vehicles,  being  burned  in  internal 
combustion  engines.  No  large  scale  storage  of 
gasoline  is  anticipated. 

2.2.1.2  Diesel  Fuel 

Diesel  fuel  for  vehicle  use  would  be  used, 
transported,  and  stored  as  described  in 
Section  2.2.1.1  for  gasoline.  Using  the  same 
assumptions  as  for  gasoline,  approximately 
24,940  gal  of  diesel  fuel  would  be  required  per 
well  for  proposed  project  transportation. 
Additional  diesel  fuel  would  be  utilized  to  power 


drilling  rigs  (820  gal/well),  workover  rigs 
(440  gal/well),  pumping  equipment 
(600-700  gal/well),  and  road  maintenance  and 
reclamation  equipment  (550  gal/well).  Diesel  fuel 
would  also  be  used  as  a  fracturing  fluid  constituent 
(see  Section  2.2.5). 

Diesel  fuel  consists  mainly  of  hydrocarbons 
containing  from  15  to  25  carbons,  and  potentially 
contains  hazardous  materials,  including:  benzene, 
toluene,  ethylbenzene,  p-xylene,  m-xylene, 
o-xylene,  methyl  tert-butyl  ether,  naphthalene, 
polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons,  and  polycyclic 
organic  matter.  No  extremely  hazardous  materials 
are  known  to  be  present  in  diesel  fuel. 

Each  well  location  during  drilling  operations 
would  have  an  aboveground  storage  tank 
containing  diesel.  These  tanks  would  be  filled  as 
needed  by  a  qualified,  licensed  fuel  supplier,  and 
use,  transport,  and  storage  of  diesel  fuel  would  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  all  relevant  state 
and/or  federal  rules,  regulations,  and  guidelines. 

2.2.1.3  Natural  Gas 

An  unknown  volume  of  natural,  gas  would  be 
burned  to  provide  power  for  the  natural  gas 
compressor  stations  required  for  efficient  pipeline 
function.  The  natural  gas  used  to  power 
compressor  stations  would  be  produced  by  the 
proposed  project,  and  hazardous  materials 
contained  in  this  natural  gas  are  identified  in 
Table  2.2.  Further  detail  on  the  transportation  of 
natural  gas  as  a  result  of  the  proposed  project,  and 
relevant  authorizing  actions  for  natural  gas 
transportation,  is  provided  in  Section  2.1.1. 

2.2.2  Lubricants 

Various  lubricants,  including:  motor  oils, 
hydraulic  oils,  transmission  oils,  compressor  lube 
oils  (8  gal/well),  and  greases,  would  be  utilized 
for  project-required  vehicles,  rigs,  compressors, 
and  other  machinery.  Some  of  these  lubricants 
would  likely  contain  polynuclear  aromatic 
hydrocarbons  and  polycyclic  organic  matter,  and 
some  may  additionally  contain  compounds  of  lead, 
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be  used  and  disposed  of  following  manufacturer's 
guidelines. 

An  unknown  quantity  of  methanol  would  be  used 
to  de-ice  well  bores  and  as  a  hydrate  during 
completion  and  natural  gas  transport  operations. 
Methanol  is  a  listed  hazardous  chemical  and  would 
be  stored,  transported,  used,  and  disposed  of  in 
adherence  with  all  applicable  federal  and  state 
rules,  regulations,  and  guidelines.  Various  paints 
!  would  be  utilized  for  the  proposed  project.  Paints 
may  contain  the  following  hazardous  materials: 
lead,  cobalt,  manganese,  barium,  ethanol,  sulfuric 
acid  (CAS  •  7664-93-9),  polynuclear  aromatic 
hydrocarbons,  and  polycyclic  organic  compounds. 
However,  SOCO  has  committed  to  using  water- 
soluable  paints,  where  possible,  since  water- 
soluable  paints  contain  reduced  concentrations  of 
these  hazardous  materials.  Fertilizers  and 
herbicides  may  be  used  during  site  reclamation, 
and  both  may  contain  various  amounts  of 
hazardous  material;  however,  the  exact  mixtures 
and  application  fates  are  not  known  at  this  time. 
All  use,  transportation,  storage,  and  disposal  of 
paints,  fertilizers,  and  herbicides  would  follow 
manufacturer's  guidelines  and  would  adhere  to  all 
applicable  state  and  federal  guidelines. 

2.3  COMBUSTION  EMISSIONS 

Combustion  emissions  from  gasoline  and  diesel 
engines,  as  well  as  flaring  natural  gas,  will  occur 
as  a  result  of  this  project.  The  complete  oxidation 
of  hydrocarbon  fuels  yields  only  carbon  dioxide 
and  water  as  combustion  products;  however, 
complete  combustion  is  seldom  achieved. 
Unburned  hydrocarbons,  particulate  matter  (e.g., 
carbon,  metallic  ash),  carbon  monoxide,  nitrogen 
oxides, 


and  possibly  sulfur  oxides  would  be  expected  as 
direct     exhaust     contaminants.  Secondary 

contaminants  would  likely  include  the  formation  of 
ozone  from  the  photolysis  of  nitrogen  oxides.  A 
listing  of  the  hazardous  and  extremely  hazardous 
materials  potentially  present  in  combustion 
emissions  is  provided  in  Table  2.3. 

Unburned  hydrocarbons  may  contain  potentially 
hazardous  polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons,  and 
particulate  matter  may  contain  metal-based 
particulates  from  lead  anti-knock  compounds  in  the 
fuel,  metallic  lubricating  oil  additives,  and  engine 
wear  particulates  (Table  2.3).  Hazardous 
materials  in  the  particulate  matter  may  therefore 
include  compounds  of  lead,  cadmium,  nickel, 
copper,  manganese,  barium,  zinc,  and/or  lithium. 

Nitrogen  dioxide  (CAS  10102-44-0),  sulfur 
dioxide  (CAS  7446-09-5),  sulfur  trioxide  (CAS 
7446-11-9),  and  ozone  (CAS  10028-15-6)  are 
probable  combustion  emissions,  all  classified  as 
extremely  hazardous  materials.  These  materials 
would  be  either  directly  released  in  minor 
quantities  from  internal  combustion  engines,  or 
would  be  formed  through  photolysis  (i.e.,  ozone). 
No  releases  of  these  or  other  materials  would 
occur  in  excess  of  those  allowed  for  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  Class  II  areas,  WDEQ- 
Air  Quality  Division  Implementation  Plan;  nor 
would  releases  occur  that  jeopardize  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  for  the  CBGA. 
Particulate  matter  emissions  and  larger  unburned 
hydrocarbons  would  eventually  settle  out  on  the 
ground  surface,  whereas  gaseous  emissions  would 
react  with  other  air  constituents  as  components  of 
the  nitrogen,  sulfur,  and  carbon  cycles. 
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Table  2.3    Hazardous  and  Extremely  Hazardous  Materials  Potentially  Present  in  Combustion. Emissions 
of  the  Creston/Blue  Gap  Natural  Gas  Project,  Carbon  and  Sweetwater  Counties,  Wyoming, 
,      ■  '  1994.  ■  ,.      ■"'  ."  ,  :  ,         ....         *;  ,     ,,;  ■-.     ■  :     .„  rv  )    . 


Extremely 

Average 

• 

Hazardous 

Hazardous 

Quantity 

Emission 

Constituents1 

Constituents2 

Per  Well3 

Hydrocarbons 

~ . 

None 

DU 

PAHs4 

rh 

DU 

Particulate  matter 

— 

None 

DU 

Lead 

DU       -. 

, 

Cadmium 

DU      ,  <  v 

Nickel 

DU 

Copper 

-,-■..      ■   '  .             ■   .. 

DU       ■'    r  ' 

Manganese 

DU 

Barium 

DU 

Zinc 

. 

r,  ■,      DU  ,:■...'.'-■: 

Lithium 

?      , 

■i  fpti 

Gases 

— 

,'i                            .   . 

DU 

Nitrogen  dioxide 

Nitrogen  dioxide 

1      DU 

Sulfur  dioxide 

Sulfur  dioxide 

DU 

Sulfur  trioxide 

Sulfur  trioxide 

"     DU        '  ■'"' 

Ozone 

Ozone 

'  du  ■ ':"' 

The  hazardous  constituents  listed  are,  to  the  best  of  our  present  knowledge,  those  that  are  or  may  be 

present  in  the  production  products,  and  are  listed  under  the  EPA's  Consolidated  list  of  Chemicals 

Subject  to  Reporting  Under  Title  III  of  the  Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA) 

of  1986,  as  amended. 

Extremely  hazardous  materials  are  those  defined  in  40  CFR  355. 

DU        =  data  unavailable. 

PAHs     =  polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons. 
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cadmium;  nickel,  copper,  manganese,  barium, 
.  izinc,  aMd/of' lithium.  Environmentally  safe  pipe 
dope  (Number  25)  would  be  used  for  the  project. 
No  extremely  hazardous  materials  are  known  to  be 
present  in  the  lubricants  required  for  the  proposed 
project.       '; 

The  quantity  of '  each  lubricant  used,  stored, 
transported,  and  disposed  of  is  unknown;  however, 
all  lubricants  would  be  used,  stored,  transported, 
and  disposed  of  following  manufacturer's 
guidelines.  No  unauthorized  disposal  of  lubricants 
(e.g.,  disposal  of  used  motor  oil)  would  occur  in 
the  CBGA. 

2.2.3  Coolant/ Antifreeze  and  Heat  Transfer 
Agents 

Ethylene^1  glycol  (CAS  107-21-1)  and  Methylene 
glycol  (CAS  112-27-6)  would  be  utilized  as 
coolant/antifreeze  and  heat  transfer  agents  in 
association  with  this  project  (Table  2.2).  Ethylene 
glycol  ".would  be  used  as  an  engine 
coolant/antifreeze  in  automobiles,  construction 
equipment,  and  drilling  and  workover  rigs.  An 
unspecified,  volume  of  this  hazardous  material 
would   be    stored    and    transported   in   engine 

:  radiators.  In  addition,  both  ethylene  glycol  and 
triethylene  glycol  would  be  used  as  heat  transfer 

^  fluids  duxing  well  completion  and  maintenance 
operations.    The  estimated  quantity  of  ethylene 

'glycol  required  per  well  for  completion  and 
maintenance  operations  is  180  gal  for  the  LOP. 
The  quantity  of  triethylene  glycol  required  would 
range  from  approximately  290  to  370  gal/well. 
While  the  total  volume  of  ethylene  glycol  to  be 
used,  stored,  transported,  and  disposed  of  for  the 
proposed  project  is  unknown,  any  disposal  of 
ethylene  glycol  and/or  triethylene  glycol  would  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  all  relevant  federal 
and  state  rules  and  regulations. 

2.2.4  Drilling  Fluids 

Fresh  water  would  be  used  for  drilling  the  first 
5,000  to  7,000  ft  of  each  well,  and  water-based 
muds  (drilling  fluids)  would  be  used  for  drilling 
deeper  portions  of  each  well.     Drilling  fluids 


consist  of  clays  and  other  additives  that  are  used  in 
standard '  industry  procedures.  Drilling  fluid 
additives  to  be  utilized  for  the  proposed  project 
include:  caustic  soda  (650  lbs/well),  cedar  fibers 
(200  lbs/well),  lime  (3,500  lbs/well),  mica 
(600  lbs/well),  Uni-Drill  (50  gal/well),  Uni-Gel 
(43,500  lbs/well),  UNIBAR  (8,200  lbs/well), 
sawdust  (400  lbs/well),  and  paper  (400  lbs/well) 
(Table  2.2).  All  drilling  operations  would  be 
conducted  in  compliance  with  applicable  BLM, 
WOGCC,  and  WDEQ  rules  and  regulations. 

All  known  hazardous  materials  present  in  the 
proposed  drilling  fluids  and  additives  are  listed  in 
Table  2.2.  These  materials  are:  sodium 
hydroxide  (CAS  1310-73-2),  present  in  caustic 
soda;  acrylamide  (CAS  79-06-1),  present  in 
Uni-Drill  (partially  hydrolyzed  polyacrylamide); 
barium  compounds,  present  in  UNIBAR  (barium 
sulfate);  and  fine  mineral  fibers,  present  in  lime, 
mica,  and  Uni-Gel  (sodium  montmorillonite  or 
barite).  No  hazardous  materials  are  known  to 
occur  in  sawdust  or  paper,  and  no  extremely 
hazardous  materials  are  known  to  be  present  in 
any  of  the  drilling  fluids  and  additives. 

Drilling  fluid  additives  would  be  transported  to 
well  locations  during  drilling  operations  in 
appropriate  sacks  and  containers  in  compliance 
with  DOT  regulations.  Drilling  fluids,  cuttings, 
and  water  would  be  stored  in  reserve  pits,  and  pits 
would  be  fenced  to  protect  wildlife  from  exposure. 
Netting  (1  inch  mesh),  to  protect  waterfowl  and 
other  birds,  and  pit  liners,  to  protect  shallow 
groundwater  aquifers,  would  be  used  on  all 
reserve  pits  as  deemed  appropriate  by  the  BLM. 

When  the  reserve  pit  is  no  longer  required,  its 
contents  would  be  evaporated  or  solidified  in 
place,  and  the  pit  backfilled,  as  approved  by  the 
BLM.  All  reserve  pit  solidification  procedures 
using  flyash  or  other  BLM-approved  materials 
would  be  approved  by  the  WOGCC  and/or  WDEQ 
prior  to  implementation.  If  necessary  under 
special,  unanticipated  circumstances,  reserve  pit 
contents  would  be  removed  and  disposed  of  at  an 
appropriate  facility  in  a  manner  commensurate 
with  all  relevant  state  and  federal  regulations. 
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